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| HIS matt was whitten "—_ gab 
1 liſhed nine years ago; and the 
firſt impreſſion of it was ſold off ſoon 
after it's publication, ſo that there has not 
been one copy unſold, that I know of, 
for many years; ; though there have been 
many demands for it. My ſettled reluc- 
tance to meddle in controverſy, and my 
various other concerns have hitherto pre- 
vailed with me not to reviſe it for a ſe- 
cond edition. But the late agitation of 


* 
4s 
2494 


the ſubject, with the advice of friends, 


have prevailed with me to ſuffer it, a 
ſecond time, to ſee light. I truſt it is 
not dictated by malevolence and bitter- 
neſs of ſpirit. Theſe can do no good, 
but much harm. I have ventured to 
ſubjoin my name to this ſecond edition, 
I am aſſuredly perſuaded that the doc- 

| A 2 | trine 


( iv * 


trine of believers baptiſm is founded in 


the word of eternal truth, and that it is 
a matter of no ſmall importance. Vet, 
I hope, if any one ſhould think it worth 
his while to animadvert on this ſmall 
tract with meekneſs of ſpirit, I ſhall be 
willing to attend to what he advances, 

and to retract whatever he ſhall diſprove. I 
pray God that truth and peace may reign 
more and more, and that every tradition of 
men, may be baniſhed from the chriſtian 
world ! The Strictures on Mr. Adding- 
ton's Summary are thought to be a pro- 
per Supplement, as the reader will be 
able to refer to this tract with eaſe, and 
at no great expence; and it is ſuppoſed, 


will here find a ſufficient anſwer to the 


objections he offers againſt the practice 
herein vindicated. Should any one 
chuſe to conſider it more largely, I wiſh 
the bleſſing of God may accompany his 
labors. : 


His r, WapsworTH, 
June 24, 1777. 
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HE deſign of this Eſſay is mentioned in the begin- 
ning of it, and hinted at in the title-page; to 
which the reader is intreated to attend. It is very la- 
mentable indeed, that the church of Chrift hath ſo long 
been diſtreſſed and torn by angry quarrels and contenti- 
ent; and the author ſhould be very ſorry to ao any thing 
by which theſe are likely to be increaſed or continued, Yet 
if providence calls him (which he uppeſes to be the caſe 
at preſent, ) to defend any part of what he thinks is goſ- 
pel truth or duty, he is perſuaded the character he 
bears, and obligations he is under to the bl:ſſed Redeemer, 
and to precious fouls, demand it of him, He it very 
certain this is beſt done, not by irritating the paſſions, 
but convincing the judgments of thoſe wha are otherwiſe 
minded. He has therefore been fludious to avoid the 
farmer, how deficient ſoever he may have been in the lat- 
ter ; and hopes none will find any juſt cauſe A offence 
in the following pages. The chief requeſt would 
make to the reader is, that he would impartially exa- 
mine the ſcriptures with regard to the ordinance of 
baptiſm, and regard this pamphlet, as far as will be 
found . with them; but no farther. He has 
long thought, and ſtill thinks, that would every one, ar- 
cording to his ability, alt thus, and not take things from 
others without examination, it would greatly tend to the 
promotion bath of truth and peace, And Ol what 
A 3 would 
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(09. 3 
avould we not give, what would we not ſuffer, 10 pro- 
mote theſe ® He knows the dofirine and practice of be- 
lievers baptiſm is contrary to the carnal mind ; yet 
this, he imagines, is no proof of its being unſcriptural ; 
but rather the contrary.” For the carnal mind is not 
ſubject to the law of God, nor indeed can be. He 
remembers a time when he was very willing to embrace 
this ordinance ; but he is very conſcious, that it was 


5 becauſe he could not find it recommended in the bible, 


ut becauſe it was contrary to the diſpoſition of all thaſe, 
except one, among whem he laboured, as well as moſt of 


thoſe with whom he then was, or ever had been, ac- 


quainted. He would therefore gladly have found ar gu- 
ments againſt it, irong enough to overturn it. 

this view, he read ſeveral authors on the contrary . fide. 
But he aſks leave to ſay, that he met with nothing in 
them, towards, what he could call ſcripture-proof of 


the validity 75 infant-baptiſm : all he met with nua, 


mortifying diſappointment. Being conſcious he had 10 di 
with a heart-ſearching God, he was determined to act 
uprightly, He therefore procured: the reading of \ a 
pamphlet or two written in vindication of believers 
baptiſm, which much confirmed him in the ſenſe he had 
before put on the ſcriptures in reading them. Though 
contrary to his friends, 1 he ventured to fland 
up as an advocate for it. His reaſons for ſo doing, 
may be learnt, from the follmwing pages, which he re- 
commends to the candid, and prays that a divine bleſſing 
may attend them, while he ſubſcribes bimſelf a lover of 
truth and peace, and, to the utmaſt of his power, à ſer- 
vant of all who love our Lord Jeſus Chriſt in ſin- 
cerity. | Seas 7 55 
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5 Houen it appears To B eh clear 
of that the baptiſm, of believers is re- 
7 commended in ſcripture, , both by 


h precept, and. precedent, yet many, who, as 
A appears by this their conduct, do not ſuffi 
ciently regard that ſacred book, deride thoſe 
who practiſe it, Hereby ſome fincere Chriſtians 
who would 12 the lamb whitherſoever ke 
goeth, are often confuſed in their ideas, and. 
diſtreſſed, un their minds, if not miſguided in 
their practice. It may be allowed, that very 
much cannot well be ſaid, more than has be: 
fore been ſaid on this ſabject ; yet it is ho d, 
that could a few g o hy in elles and fa mi- 
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vain 1 25 alas (bg in e 1 
ing what they know little of; to ſatisfy ſome | 
. inquiringſouls, and eſtabliſh ſome weak minds, . 
J with regard to this ordinance. . With this —_— 
$ view the following remarks are humbly, and | 
0 in the ſpirit of meekneſs, ſubmitted to con- } 
: ſideration, 3 | 
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I. As baptiſm is an ordinance of ſo great 


importance, and ſo univerſally allowed to be 
enjoined us in the ofacles of truth, it muſt be 
the indiſpenſible duty of both miniſters and 


people, impartiallyto examine what is meant 


by it, and to whom it ought to be adminiſter- 
ed. Of miniſters, teſt they be found guilty of 


changing the ordinance. of God,“ and of teach- 


ing for doktrines of God, the commandments of 
men f and of the people, leſt their fear to- 
wards God, be taught merely by man's precept. 5 
II. The ſcriptures are a perfect Þ rule, and 
they are our ozly || rule of judgment concern- 
ing truth and falſhood, right and wrong, in 


all matters of religion, whether reſpecting 


faith or practice. We may not be allowed, 
under any pretence whatever, to follow any 
man, or men, in the world, farther than they 
derive from, and found upon, theſe, ſo far 
as we can judge, all they teach to others, and 
obſerve themſelves. by. 
III. We learn from this bleſſed book, that 
there is but one baptiſm ** belonging to the 
church of Cbriſt. Now this one baptiſm, is 
cither dipping or ſprinkling, or ſome kind of 
act that includes both theſe. That dipping 
and ſprinkling are two diſtin and different 


acts, is indiſputable; and how theſe two dif- 
ferent acts, can be but one baptiſm, I cannot 


yer diſcover. Now if they cannot, there are 


Lai. xiv. 5. + Mark vii. 7. ; 
${ Ifai, xxix. 13. t 2 Tim. iii. 15., 16, 17. 
{| Iſai. viii. 20, % Epheſ, iv. 5. 


either 


(i 

either two baptiſms, or one of theſe is na 
baptiſm. That there are not two baptiſms is 
evident: that immerſion is proper baptiſm I 
believe none will deny: be if ſo, the con- 
ſequence mult be, that ſprinkling is no bap - 
tiſm. Should it be ſaid, as it ſometimes has 
been, that to baptize ſignifies to waſh, in ge- 
neral, (which ſeems quite deſtitute of proof) 
it muſt be replied, that ſprinkling is not waſh- 
ing. I fuppoſe no man of Judgment and 
candor, will ſay the word Barr:Q properly 
means to ſprinkle; and if not, ſprinkling 
cannot be baptiſm.* Ir is poſſible this may 
be clearer by adding, e a 

IV. Whatever is not implied in the 
import of the word our Lord made uſe of, 
when he gave the commiſſion to baptize; and 
whatever did not attend the obſervance of 
that commiſſion, among the diſciples, cannot 
now belong to the adminiſtration of that or- 
dinance. On the other hand, whatever is 
the preciſe import of the word our Lord uſed, 
and whatever was the practice of the apoſtles, 
in obedience to our Lord's commiſſion, this, 
and no other, can be the proper way of ad- 


It may be proper here to obſerve, that Magnus evi- 
dently ſets waſhing in oppoſition to perfufion, which is 
nearer to waſhing than ſprinkling is; when, writing to 
Cyprian, he aſks whether thoſe who (non loti font, /ed 
perfiuft) had not been waſhed, but had water poured upon 
them, might be eſteemed lawful chriſtians, Apud. Cypr. 
bo + ol 76. pag. 211. And I own, I have often wonder- 
ed how any can ſay that baptiſm is waſhing, and yet pre- 
tend that they baptize, when they only uſe aſperſion. 


LY 
0 


> 10 


miniſtering the ar None of us can 
deny this, who allow that our Lord uſed ſuch 
words as were ſuited to convey to us a full 
and exact idea of his meaning, and that the 
@ poſtles acted in ſtrict obedience to them. 
V. It clearly appeats, both from the ende 
in which the ſacred penmen uſe the ſame 
word, from the conſtatt practice of Fobn and 
of the apoſtles, and from ſome other circum- 
ſtances, that the ordinance of baptiſm never 
Was, nor ean be properly adminiſtered any 
other way than by imſberfion. The ſenſe ef 
the word Gar rise Whit 18 rendered to baptize 
oves this, 1 am perſuaded there is no pa 
thee in the facred qrables, in which it can fairly 
be intempfered, as fignifying to ſprinkle, nor 
to waſh any other way than by dipping. The 
Wan uſe it twice; W. 18 in a literal ſenſe, 


rt 1 Ltr ne 


f 1 10 016 36 ic; 1 LD. 2:11 SOLE. 313% Wan 
£4 ® Bands i is only Sys twice by the ſeventy ;. but Bala, 
of which gan is known. to be a derivative, many times. 
And tho? I think them nearly, ſynonimous, yet becauſe 
ſome ſeem unwilling to allow it, and for the ſake of 
brevity, I paſs them by. Vet I believe! every place 
achere the word is found if duly examined veuld tend 
to prove the validity of immerſion. The reader may con- 
ſult the followimg paſſages; Where ſome branch of- the 
word is found. Ex. xii. 2. Lev. iv. 16, 47. . g. 
xiv. 6, 16,51. Numb. b. xix. 18. Dent. xxxili.. 24. Jeſb. 
ni. 15. Ruth. li. 14. 1 an Xiv. 27. 2 Kin. viii. 15. 
Job ix. 31. Fſal. Ixviii. 23. Axel. xxili. 18, Dau. iv. 
33. v. 21. In all {theſe places, except three, (via. Pl. 
- beviti- 23. Dax. i iv. 33. M 21.) we have the word baw, 
in the Hebrew: ' And in theſe three, we have the ſtro 
and ex preſſive word, yn, pereafit, intingxit, immęrſit; 
abs Chaldee word, var ms 6 immerſit „ Kc. which, when 
: | | compared 
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as 2 Kin. v. 14. and once in a metaphorical; 


as Iſa. xxi. 4. The former is tranſlated dip; 
which is the known and conſtant ſenſe of the 


hebrew word there uſed, and needs no com- 


ment.“ T he latter place is by our tranſlators, 
according to the hebrew, rendered fearfulneſs 
affrighted me. The ſeventy, in order, as it 
ſeems to expreſs the deep calamity about to 
come upon Babylon for her ſin, uſing the ſtrong 
word, which, in the new Teſtament denotes 
Chriſtian baptiſm, read it iniquity overwhelms, 
or /inks,. or. plunges ꝶ me, i. e. into deep ſor- 


row or diſtrets. How ſtrongly this proves 


that the word properly means to dip or to 
immerſe, I think any one may fee, who un- 
deritands what we mean by ſaying a perſon 
is overwhelmed with fear, or ſunk in ſorrow : 


eſpecially if he remembers that our bleſſed 
Redeemer's prodigious ſufferings are expreſſed 
by the word here uſed by the /eventy. I know 
not whether it can be of any uſe even to the 
meſt ignorant reader, to cite the places in the. 


new Teſtament where the ordinance of. baptiſm 


is mentioned, and this ſame word uſed. If 


it will, he may conſult the following. Mat. 


111, 6, ** 13, 14, 16. XXVili. 19. Mark i. 


compared with 2 Kin. v. 14. is, I think, a very conſider- 


able proof, firſt, that Ban w and gala are pretty near 


ſynonymous. 2dly, That the proper ſenſe of Buaklo is 
to dip. We have the word Panlo in the new Teſtament, . 
in Luke xvi. 24. Jobs xiii. 26. Rev. xix. 13. From 


which places, we may learn its proper lente, ir we RSG. 
other means of knowing f it. 
ö 220, intinxit, demerſit, immerſit. Bau, in voce. 
. * une At Bale 2s 95 


Pp 4 ? ; 
* f | * 1 


: — — ern 
—— —— — 


1 
—————— — — — — — 
— 2 8 — — —ñ IS 2 — — 
1 


— — — 
———— 5 tree 
; Ig 


—— . N. . 
* 


k x 
5 
9. 
8 
1 
N 1 
* 
= 
\ 
* 
9 
£2 
'S 
$' 
14 


5 ( 12 ) 
4,5, 8, 9. xvi. 16. Luke iii. 7, 12, 21. vii. 
29, 30. Fohn iii. 22, 23. iv. i. 2. x. 40. 
Alls i. 5. li. 38, 41. viii. 12, 13, 16, 36, 38. 
IX. 18. x. 47, 48. xi. 16. Xvi. 15, 33. XV. 
8. xix. 3, 4, 5. xxii. 16. Rom. vi. 3. 1 Cor. 
1. 13, 14, 15, 16. Gal. iii. 27. One would 
think an impartial reader, when he meets with 
theſe paſſages, and finds the ſame word here 
uſed, which in the od Teftament 1s tranſlated 


dip, muſt think it, at leaſt, very probable; 


that this is the meaning of the word here too. 
And as this concluſion 1s quite natural in it- 
felf, ſo, I doubt not, it will be abundantly 
confirmed by a candid and impartial exami- 
nation of every paſſage in the new Teſtament, 
where this word occurs“. | 1 

VI. In ſome places the ſame word is 
uſed in reference to Jewiſh cuſtoms; by at- 
tending to which, we may be aſſiſted in judg- 


ing of the import of the word, and the pro- 


per manner of adminiſtering the ordinance. 
They are Mar. vii. 4. Luke xi. 38. Heb. ix. 10. 
In the firſt of theſe, the clauſe except they waſh 
—in the Greek is, except they baptize; upon 
which clauſe, a very judicious and juſtly ce- 
tebrated crittc remarks r, that Ga 


„That prophane writers conſtantly uſed the word 


_ Benlitu in this ſenſe, fee Dr. Gale's Reflections on Dr. 


WalPs Hiſtory of Infant | Baptiſm. Letter zd. I could 


wiſh that learned gentleman had written that valuable 
| book with a little more modeſty. | 


+ Bexa in loc, and compare his note on Marth. iii. 11. 
And ſee alſo to the fame purpoſe, the notes of the learned 


Dr. Hammond, and Junius, and Eraſmus's Paraphraſe in loc. 


here, 


( 13 ) ; 
te here, is more than x<v77«»; for the former 
e ſceins to reſpect the whole body, the latter 
« only the hands. Nor does BarriGCav ſignify 
« to waſh, except by conſequence, for it pro- 
« perly ſignifies to immer ſe, &c. Which re- 
mark may, I think, be confirmed, and it will 
appear that the waſhing here mentioned, was 
certainly dipping, by obſerving, 1. That the 
Greek word is very different from ,p, 


uſed ver. 3, to ſignify waſhing the hands. 2. 


That it is plain from the books of Leviticus 


and Numbers, that the Jews did actually dip 


or bathe themſelves in water, when ceremoni- 
ally unclean; and even by divine appoint- 
ment. Now they ſuppoſed, or pretended 


themſelves thus unclean, when they had been 


at the market or court. 3. As this was one of 
their ſuperſtitions, it is very unreaſonable to 
ſuppoſe that the ſuperſtition which excited 
them to it, would not alſo lead them to do it 
in the common manner, authoriſed by their 


law. 4. In the ſame verſe mention is made of 


the waſhings (in the Greek, Bapiiſms) of cups, 
brazen veſſels, and tables, or couches. Now it 


Is hos” 2 eſsly commanded, that when any veſ- 


ſel, &c. is unclean, it ſhall be put into the 
water. Lev. xi. 32. The ſeventy read it 
ſhall be DiepeD in the water; and Mr. Ain 
worth has clearly ſnewn from Maimonides, on 


this text, that, Whereſoever the law ſpeaks 


« any veſſel for uncleanneſs, it is done no 


other way than by.dipping.” Other learned 


men 


> > — 0 A —— ——— — 


—— 2 . 2 = - . — 
— — 7 — ASE 


n 


— — 


{ 24 ) 


men have ſhawn 1 that the Jews ae. 
tually immerſed themſelves in water, when 
they had been at the market, and did in the 
ſame manner dip, their veſſels, when they 
eſteemed them unclean ?. When theſe things 
are impartially attended to, this text muſt 
appear an inconteſtible proof, that the word 
in queſtion, in this place, properly ſignifies to 
2 This will help us to underſtand, Lat 
Xi. 38. where we are told the ;Phariſee mar, 
welled that our: Lord had. not waſhed (in the 
Greek baptized), befere dinner. And two of 
the writers juſt. referred to +, have ſhewn that 
the more ſuperſtitious, Jes, (of which ſort 
this Phariſes ſeems. to be one) really dipped 
their whole hady | in water, even before dinner: 
and the other Fews.dipped their hands, injor- 
der to waſh them; which indeed is the com- 
mon manner of waſhing the hands even to this 
day., This text therefore, muſt; be an addi- 
tional proof that the word BGC, ſignifies 
to dip; and conſequently that baptiſm cannot 
be adminiſtered by ſprinkling. The third. 
text mentioned, is Heb. ix. 10, where the 
apoſtle ſpeaks of divers waſhings ( in the Greet 
baptiſms or: vatbings); clearly pointing to the 
various occaſions on which tlie Jews, uſed to 
dip themſelves, their veſſels, &c. in water, 
mentioned above. Alſo the flifferens perſons, 


* See Anfacoirb an 169.56 32. e Dr. Githy „ 
Reply to Mr. Clark, p. 7 175. and D Gals Reflecs 
Gn p. 159—267. 1 ; 


1 Dr, Gill an Dr. Gals, m ſupra : rw 1240 88 
4 4 i 7 . | ; as. 


— — 


0 „ PF Y «a . 


( 15) 
as priefts, levites, and common Iſraelites, who, 
on theſe occaſions,” purified themſelves; of 
which we read ſo much in the Jewiſh law, and 
which the Jewiſh writers aſſert to have been 
practiſed by them. F 
VII. In ſome places the Oy word is 
uſed figuratively z' but theſe may aſſiſt us in 
examining its ſenſe. . As Matt. xx. 22, 23, 
Luke xn. 50. Luke i 111. 16. e 1. Se I Gn. 
l „ 
The; two grlt of theſe texts ei 0 our 
bleſſed Loris ſufferings, which he calls. a B 
riſin; "the reaſon and este which, will ap+ 
pear, by © conſidering how very great theſe 
ſufferings were, and how common itt is. to ſay, 
a perſon in great trouble, 18 plunged in for- 
row, or ovefwhelmed with diſtreſs. : Andithis 
mannet of {peaking is quite agreeable to ſcrip- 
ture, compare P/ahn Ixix. 2: . Nb theſe diſ- 
treſſes of our Lord are evidently called a bap- 
tiſm, becauſe; as a perſon, when baptized by 
Fobn and the apoſtles, was plunged into the 
water, and conſequently overflowed with it, 
ſo our Loyd was, as it were, overwhelmed and 
overflowed with, and plunged into, diſtreſſes, 
or forrows, for us poor ſinners. Any one muſt 
een thats prinkling a little water on the face, 
can be no "repreſentation: at all, of fuch unpa⸗ 


P. See n 8 in xy. xvi. Avi X. 
Tee hes , 5, 11, Dr. fix to 
the 1 le, chap. 37. ſect. 1. Sir Jobn F Ber Hie. 
tory Uebe p. 4+ "1 G — Mr. Clarks 
and Dr. Whithy'in wry bat a rene. 
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1 
ralleled ſufferings. But if our Lord's words 
be true, they are repreſented by baptiſm; and 
it will therefore neceſſarily follow, that 8 
ling is not baptiſm. 

Luke iii. 16. Acls 1. 5. where the baptiſm 
of the Holy Ghoſt is mentioned, point to 
that exceeding large effufion of ſpiritual gifts, 
mentioned AZs ii. 2—5, at which time, the 
ſacred hiftorian informs us, the ſound filled the. 
bouſe where they were fitting; conſequently they 
were ſurrounded with 1 it, and, as it were, im- 
merſed in the midſt of it, as a perſon, when 
baptized, is ſurrounded with, and immerſed in 
the water, and were filled with the Holy Ghoſt, 
ver. 4. Theſe ſtrong expreſſions ſeem intirely 
to loſe their force and energy, when compared 
with ſprinkling; but clearly retain it, when 

compared to immerſion. The laſt of theſe 
texts is, 1 Cor. x. 2.—baptized unto Moſes, 
in the cloud and in the ſea; referring to the 
ſituation of the 1/raclites in the Red Sea, men- 
tioned Exod. xiv. 19—23. where we are in- 
formed that the waters were a wall to them on 
both ſides; and it appears the cloud was over 

them. But at the ſame time, hey went over 
on dry ground; and that part of the cloud 
which was over them, was bright. and gave 
lig bt to them, while it was dark to the Egypti- 
ans, v. 20. Theſe things ſhew that there was 

o water poured or ſprinkled on them, either 
from the cloud or ſea. To which it may be 
added, that, had this been the caſe, it could 
not have been ſaid, with truth or propriety, 
1 8 (as 


\ 7 9 

(as it is here) that they were baptized ix, it 
1 W muſt rather have been ſaid from, or by, the 
cloud and ſea. Nor can it fairly be afked, 
Were they dipt in the cloud?“ for any one 
can ſee, they were as much dipt as ſprintled in 
the cloud; and the text does not Amp ſay, 
they were baptized in the cloud; but in the 
e cloud, and in the ſea; becauſe, being be- 
e tween, and below, the walls of the fea, and 
covered with the cloud, they were, as it were, 
—immerſed, or buried, in, or under, both; and 
n ſo repreſented a perſon who is, according to 
n 8 the apaſtle's language, buried with Chriſt in 
8 Saptiſm®, alluding, as moſt, if not all, com- 
y  mentators of note, 55 to the an- 
d © cient manner of baptizing by immerſion.” 
And indeed ſprinkling has no reſemblance of 
e a burial. The words of the apoſtle, there- 
fore, compared with the paſſage to which they 
e refer, are an additional proof, that the word 
- Panlilu properly ſignifies to dip or immerſe; 
and conſequently that baptiſm is not properly 
n | adminiſtered, but by immerſion. And this 
r truth is confirmed by the general conceſſion . 
„of commentators, I have oft nor mentioned. 
d I Surely the ancient way of baptizing, namely, 
the way of our Lord and his apoſtles, is the 


Rom. vi. 4. Col. ii. 12. Six John Flyer fays, that 
8 the Freneb King's baptiſteries, built in the time of Clods- 
r venus, in all which they uſed immerſion, had ſteps, by 
e which they deſcended as into a ſepulchre ; becauſe, adds 
1 be. it is ſaid we are buried with Chriſt in bap/i/n. Hiſt, 
of Cold Baths, p. 55. = 


true 


G 


true way; and why. ſhould we chuſe, or at- 
tempt to defend one different from it? Allow- 
ing that ſprinkling is one method of baptizing, 
(than which, I firmly beligve, nothing is more 
Hontrary to truth) yet ſurely the method that 
was attended to by our bleſſed and adorable 
Maſter, which is, on all hands, allowed to be 
immerſion, may be ſufficient for us his un- 
worthy ſervants. And I cannot but ſtand 
amazed, that every real lover of the dear Re. 
geemer, (ſuppoſe there were two methods) does 
not long, yea, is not determined, to obſerve that 
which he knows his dear Saviour obſerved be- 
VIII. The places where Jobn and Philip 
baptized, and their going inte, and coming git 
of, the water, would prove, if it were diſputed, 
har they bapitzed by immerſph., The e 
titudes were baptized in the river of Jordan; 
and aur Lord, in (or into), Jordan t, Joby 
Daptized in Enon, for this very reaſon, becauſe 
there was wich water there k. This ſurely 
* £ould not haye been the reaſon of John's bap- 
12195 here, had ſprinkling; been baptiſm, as 
well as immerſion; fince any place, capable of 
Is 6685 1010 RT FT e IG api 

5. Verſe 9. wg rn Ie When theſe words are read, 
one would wonder that any ſhould think of taking advan- 
tage at the ambiguity of the prepoſition .aws. If Jeſus 
was baptized into Fordan; he muſt needs come out of it. 
I. Jobn iii. 23. That vdr roma denotes a large quan- 
tity of water, ſee Dr. Doudriuge in loc. Tliat Fohn dip- 
fed the perſons in it, is allowed and aſſerted both by Pi 


0 


cater and Dr. Whitby in lac. 9 1 


©. 
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. | ein 
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being inhabited, will afford water ſufficient for 


* 1 
« 


intimate, not only that John dipped theſe per- 
ſons, but that no other method would anſwer 
his end: conſequently that /prinkling is not 
Oper Bapti 
2 in a +; ay water, into mich they jr 
both 'avent down; both Philip and the Eunuch. 
Aſufficient proof that the N was 1 
by mmerſion v. 15 3 
IX. Many very arne men, 8 af 
former and later ages, and even many of thoſe, 
who have admitted of ſprinkling, (wonderful 
and aſtoniſhing as it is to tell!) have allowed, 


rr Weg "Io I ee CTÞ ws © 8 


"0 


proper import of the word, and the moſt pro 

per andiſcriptutal way of adminiſtering the 
Tali — To ate heir words Bere: would 
be too tedious. The authors referred to in 


5 2 9 1 — 1 


A4, viii. 38. «Te would be very unpatyril, ” ſay: 
the learned and pious Dr. Deddridge, to ſuppoſe: A 
| ve they æuent down to the wwafer; merely that Phils. might 
take up a bztlerwarer in bit hund, to pour on the Exnych. 
| 4 A n. of his Ggnity had,, no doubt, many veſſel; in 
« bis 6. ect. on ſuch a journey, through ſo deſart a 
20 county a precaution abſolutely Ae for travellers 
in tho parts, and never omitted by them.“ See m 
Shaw's Travels, Pref; p. 4. Dr. Doddridge in loc. 
+ 9 71 Anſwer to Rahn, p. 145—189. - Rev 
5 gainſt Walker, p. 138—142. Foot? s little practic 
iſchütſe on Baptiſm, p. 9—12.  WalPs Hiſt: of Inf. 
Bapt. Part II. p. 370374. 3d edit | Galꝰs Relſlections 
an Walls Hitt.) 14 r on 
. p. 192204. 5 | * 


ſprinkling vaſt numbers. It muſt therefore 


\Philip alſo baptized the Eu- 


yea, aſſerted and maintained, that this is the 


the margin 7. have done it at large: and 


'Grotins, Keckerman, Daille, Morus, Eſtius, 
Curcellæus, Limborch, the Aſſembly of Divines, 
-Mede, Biſhop Taylor, Biſhop Burnet, Arch- 


Norton Knatchbull, Dr. Clark, and many 
others, have, ſome of them aſſerted, the pro- 
per meaning of the word is to dip; others of 
them have ſhewn that the apoſtles and primi- 
tive church, adminiſtered this ordinance by 


ſally allowed by men of learning, judgment, 


common practice of the church for 1300 years. 
Nor to hear his learned opponent ſo ingenu- 


his arguments, and confeſs that, If ſprink- 
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have ſhewn, that Tertullian, Bazil, Chryſoſtom, 
Ambroſe, Lactantius, Anſelm, Bernard, Aqui- 
na, Calvin, Zanchius, Alexander de Healys, 


biſhop Tillotſon, Biſhop Fowler, Dr. Barrow, 
Dr. Cave, Dr. Towerſon, Dr. Whitby, Sit 


dipping ; and that dipping beſt ſuits the ex- 

reſſions and alluſions of ſcripture, where 
Laneifen is mentioned or referred to. That 
theſe are unexceptionable evidences inthe pre- 
ſent caſe, few will doubt; and what theſe 


writers unanimouſly maintain, is ſo univer- 


PR EAty and candor, that we need not 
wonder to hear that learned preceptor, Mon, 
Beſſuet, Biſhop of Meaux, aflert *, that, Te 
« baptize, ſignifies to plunge, as is granted by 
« all the world;” nor to ſee him, with fo 
much warmth and eloquence, prove, that dip- 
ping is both agreeable to ſcripture, and to the 


ouſly acknowledge the weight and force of 
ling deſtroys not the ſubſtance of baptiſm, 


® Cited by Mr. Stennet, p. 174. ne 
55 cc 
„ « yet 
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« yet it alters it, and in ſome ſort corrupts it; 
eit is a defect (ſays he) which ſpoils its lawful 
« form *,” But | aſk leave, with ſubmiſſion, 
to mention one thing, which is, indeed, very 
wonderful to me, viz. that thoſe, who at this 
day, allow the ſame with the gentlemen now 
mentioned, can yet be ſatisfied to adminiſter an 
ordinance of Chriſt, or encourage the admi- 
niſtration of it, in a way different from the 
apoſtles, the primitive church, and the ſenſe 
of the words, in which the great lawgiver 
gave the commiſſion, This, I think, is one 
of the moſt marvellous things, and inexpli- 
cable myſteries, I remember to have ſeen or 
heard o& among thoſe who profeſs an PAT 
tial regard to the word of God. Es 
X. The objections ſome have made 
againſt this, ſeem to have no great weight in 
them. Some ſay, Peter and Jobn could not 
have dipped ſo many in ſo ſhort a time. But 
1. We know not how long John was in bap- 
tizing them. 2. They might :mmer/e very 
near as ſoon as ſprinkle them; ſince the ſame 
form of words is uſed in both. 3. It is not 
ſaid that thoſe baptized. As ii. 37—41. were 
all — by Peter i z nor all in one day, 
as 


® Ibid, p . 186. His denen is ſaid t to be Monſ. de 
la Roque, 8 paſtor of the our ff church at Roan in 
Normandy. They were engaged in a controverſy con- 
cerning the Lord” Supper, — the Biſhop only mentions 
Baptiſm by way of collateral argument. See Sternet, 

p. 173— 189. 
+ If the account given us by ſome of our Engl, fo Bi. 
ny be to be credited, viz. that Auſtin, (or as 1 
Yo 


* IE ods Hells bart of ay Prweh "Nor could a cher; mi 


en 
as ſome have objected. Nor is it reaſonable 
to ſuppoſe, that the eleven apoſtles, and ſe- 


venty diſciples, who were all miniſters, would 
br leave this work to Ment and they 1770 ons! 


FO &.: 3. 5 


as others have objected, be any difficulty in nei 
procuring proper garments for ſo many: be- or 


cauſe they had only to ee tach one for the 


| himſelf; and if one Can procure one proper” i co 
Il garment, a ' thouſaftd- garments may, - with? bai 

qual eaſe, be procufed by a thouſand perſons.” ore 
Beſides, as à learned author®*. has' obſerved,” Lat 
bathing was ſo commen among the Jewi, he: 


Wa that = cannot think they would be without ry 


iy garments for tHe pu tpoſe. * lt ſeems the 
ly void of foree, ito Tay + The: Jailor 6 
Wo not be dipt in his-houſe in the night, 
« "As xvi. 3 3. and therefore muſt needs he. 
« ſprinkled.” For iſt, It is not uncommon || «| 
for perſons to bathe in their houſes; eſpeci- | 
all in caſes of importance. 2d, It is nor 
prabable that the jallor was baptized an his 85 
bout, but the conftrary. It i is faid, ver. 2 og: 
he brought Paul and Silas into Ius houſes of? 75 
bis baptiſm, which clearly implies, that 2 FB 
baptiſm they were not in it. Independent df 3 


fay, Paulinus, wha lived a Pd 5 n him). in the 

| beginning of the 7th century, baptized 10, po in one, 
day in the river. Scuule, it would ſure he no hard matter 

for che apoſtle Peter to baphize . Nite 1 Ch. 

* ir. Stennet wann Ruffer, p. 123. n 

> others: 


oe *? 
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others, therefore, this is at leaſt, a very pro- 
bable proof that the jailor was dipt. Nor 
can I doubt, from what has been ſaid before, 
that he actually was dipt, if he was baptized. 
To fay, there is danger of injuring the health, 
in baptizing. by imme;Jion, ſeems not only too 
much like refleing' bn thEwiſdoth and goods 
neſs of Chriſt, the great lawgiver and inſtitu- 
tor of the ordinance; but alfo contrary to 
the truths derived from daily obſervation; and 
conſtant, experience.” It is well known, cold 
bathing is "Rſcrtbed as a remedy againſt a 
great many diſorders; and in general, it has 
a tendency to promote, rather than impair the 
health. Hence a celebrated night, and ves 
ry learned phhyſician, has ventured to fore tell, 
that * The inhabitants of Eigland will re 
turn again to this TRVE OLD USEFUL mode 
« (i, e. Baptiſm, by itnmerſion) when they are 
«© more acquainted with the uſefulneſs of cold 
4 %%% „ e e e t13d 
e nia £5141; 3364 
» Viſt, of Cold Baths, p. 25, 80, 81. It is really 
amazing that any one of underſtanding, ſhould be weak 
enough to. talk of danger in the practice of immerſion, 
Virgil evidently thought otherwiſe, when he ſays, - 
- . Durum a ſtirpe genus; natos ad flumina primum _ 
Deferimus, ſævoque gelu duramus et undis, , 
In Engliſh, to this effece . 
Stout are our offspring, even from the womb; 
Whom, to the rivers, we convey, when born, 
And there we harden in the icy ſtreemnmm ... 
And I think any impartial man will lay aſide this 2 
wnen 


* 
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Nor ſhall we ſpeak more to the purpoſe at 
all, in ſaying, © This is more dangerous in le 
« theſe cold countries, than it was in thoſe I 
hot ones, in which our Lord and his apoſtles N of 
« travelled and laboured.” Becauſe iſt, m 
This is one of thoſe (Ar) nations for Which 
our Lord inſtituted this ordinance: and if fr 
ſprinkling is not baptiſm, as, from what has 
been ſaid, I think it clear that it is not, we 
ought not to change an ordinance of Chriſt iſ © 
for a human tradition, whatever be our ſitu- P 
ation; but leave ourſelves in the hands of X 
7 him, who requires us to prove ourſelves his * 
friends, by doing whatſoever be commands uss. ve 
„Countries much colder than this of ours, 1 4 

as Muſcovy, Livonia, &c. are well known to © 
baptize by immerſion to this preſent timeF. th 
A ſufficient proof that there is no danger in 5 
2 

N 

is 

W 

h 


this practice, from the, coldneſs of the coun- 
try. 3d, This country 1s ſurely no colder now 
than it was two centuries ago, till which 
time (as we fhall ſhew preſently) baptiſm by 
Immerſion was certainly the conſtant practice 
in this nation. 4th, The great phy/icran men- 
tioned before, has ſaid enough to ſhew, that 
immerſion 1 is more natural and proper, and 


when he has read and conſidered, what Sir John Flyer, 
and Dr. Baynard have written on the uſefulneſs of Cola d 
Baths. Compare alſo Walls Hiſt, of Inf. Bapt. ren 2. p. 2 
350—3z80. 2 

ba John Xv. 14... 

+ Flazer' 8 Hiſt. of Cold Baths, * 12, 13, 14. Wall's © 
Hiſt. Part 2. p. 375. ti 


leſs f 


- 6. > | * . 
C „ (%% 
leſs dangerous in cold, than in hot eountrie “. 
Theſe things fully prove, that the coldneſs 

of the country can by no means be an argu- 
ment againſt. the practice of immerſion. 

XI. Some reader may poſſibly aſk, 
from this view of things, How then came, 
the practice of ſprinkling to be ſo cuſtoma- 

&« ry, if the ſcriptures are ſo full and clear 
s againſt it?“ It may be proper to fill a 
page with a ſhort anſwer, . by obſerving, 

FRS r. Tho many corruptions did really pre- 
vail in the church, ſoon after the apoſtles time, 
yet ſprinkling inſtead of immerſion, does not- 
appear to be one of the firſt. We have many | 
clear proofs from the writers of thoſe times, I 
that they baptized by immerſion , but not a — | 

| 


n hint concerning pouring or ſprinkling, till prett 

far in the third century. Novatus, otherwiſe 
„VMovatian I, who flouriſhed about A. D. 251, 
his the firſt inſtance that can be produced, (as 
y will, on all hands, be allowed) of any, who 
e | {ad water poured on them inſtead of immer- 


_ ® Hiſt. of Cold Baths, p. 111m. 
+ Vid. Barnab. Epiſt. cath. cap. 11. p. 69, 70. Oxon 
d £2. 1685. Herm. Paſt. I. i. Viſ. z, C 2. ad fin. Lib. 
ejuſdem. 7. p. 25. L. 3. Simil 9.4 16. Oxon Ed. 168 5. 
' Fuſt. Mart. Apol. in Opera, p. 93, 94. Colon. 1686. Tert« | 
4 de Bapt. cap. 2. in Opera, p. 224. cap. 4. p. 225. cap. 13. | 
Q 229. De reſurrect. cap. 47. Firn. apud. Cypr. Epiſt. 75. p. N 
202, 204. alio/gue multos, . 5] | 
1 The learned know what critics have ſaid about the | 
name of this perſon, whether it was Newatus or Nowa- | | 
tian. The curious reader may ſee the arguments on both 114 
s | fides collected together, in Dr., Larduer's Credibility of 
_ the Goſpel Hiſtory, part 2. vol. 5. p. 365—375. _ 
B ſion; 


N 
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fion and this only in danger, as they ſup- 


poſed, of immediate death ® 
SECONDLY, But though Novatus, now 


likely to die, ſatisfied himfelf with per- 


fuſion, inſtead of immerſion, as others in 
the ſame or like condition, afterwards did; 
yet it is clear, the church then, did not eſteem 


this valid baptiſm; for when Cornelius biſhop: 


of Rome, mentions this matter to Fabius, biſhop 


of Antioch, he ſays, He was baptized by 
«perfuſion, as he lay in his bed, if it may be 
& called bhaptiſm. + A plain intimation that he 
doubted whether it could properly be ſo call- 


ed or not. Andafterwardsf he ſays, that all the 


clergy and a great many of the laity, withſtood 


his ordination to the minifterial office, For, 
% ſay they, it is not lawful for any one bap- 
te tized by perfuſion, in his bed, in time of 
& ſickneſs, to be admitted to the office of the 
« miniſtry.” Which we can never think 


they would have ſaid, had they eſteemed this 


Corn. Epiſt. ad Fab. apud Ey/eb. H. E. L. 6. xc. 43. 


+ Ibid. EY | | 
+ Sir John Flozer, when vindicating, or urging, the 
practice of immerſion in bapti/m, obſerves that, When 


56. Chriſtianity was firſt planted, the bath ſtructures, (i. e. 


c of the Greeks and Romans) were turned into temples, 
«© and the pz/cinas or cold baths, were called baptitteria 
« by Pliny, junior, and in them they baptized frequently.“ 
Hiſt. of Cold Baths, p. 63. Theſe Balnee or baths, are 
mentioned by Suetonius (vit. Aug. cap. 76, 85, 94.) and 
others; and the curious reader may find a more particular 


account of them in Dr. Pozter's Antiquities of Greece, vol, 


2. p. 370—373, and ſtill more circumſtantial, in Da- 


net's Dictionary of Greek and Roman Antiq. on the word 


Balneæ. * 5 | 


proper 
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proper baptiſm. And this is ſtill further clear 
from the ſcruples which Magnus mentions to 
Cyprian, when he inquires whether thoſe who 
have not been waſhed in; the water, but only 
had it poured: on them, can be eſteemed (/e- 
gitimi Cbriſtiani) lawful, Chriſtians*, - One 
cannot think ſuch a queſtion would: have been 
propoſed, had the practice been thought apoſ- 
tolic, or been then approved in the church. 
Tnik DIY. Magnus propoſing: this ſcruple, 
Cyprian, the firſt, and only perſon that we know 
of at that time, who ſpoke in favour of pouring, 
attempts rather to excuſe than defend the prac- 
tice; for what he ſays hardly looks like a de- 
fences, but is rather a proof to me, that he 
a whether it could be defended or 
He only ſpeaks of it, as what God 

__ be pleaſed to alloto of, or indulge as a 
compendium or  abridgment of baptiſm, (divi- 
na compendia are his words.) Sir Fohn Floyer, 
has an expreſſion concerning the Romiſb church, 


which EF aſk: leave here to recite, _** The 


% churchiof Rome, ſays he, hath drawn ſhort 
« compendiums of both ſacraments. In the 
« euchariſt they uſe only the wafer, —and in- 
« ſtead of immerſion they introduce afper- 
« fon +.” Here it is evident, he, like Cy- 
prian thought ſprinkling only an abridgment of 
baptiſm, | Cyprian excuſes this abridgment, 
only in a caſe of urgent neceſſity. And he 
does not plead even in favour of this allowance, 


NE | Cyp. Epiſt. 76. p. 211. Paris 1632. 
. Hiſt, of Cold Baths, p. 15. 
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any command of our Lord, or his apoſtles, or 
any example of either; or any paſſage of the 
new Teſtament, which ſo much as favours, or 


admits of, ſuch a practice: or the extenſive 
ſenſe of the word Ban ligw; or even any uſage 


of the church, at-ot before his writing this 
Epiſtle. He mentions a paſſage or two, indeed, 


in the old Teſtament , but it is clear they have 
not the leaſt relation to baptiſm“. 

However, from this weak | be- 
ginning, this practice did prevail in the church 
and was afterward: admitted, yet, only in ex- 


traordinary caſes, when very weak, confined 


to their beds or the like: and this only by 
fome perſons. . Hence, as Dr. Gale well ob- 
ſerves f, Conſtantine the Great, though old, and, 


being taken with a fit of ſickneſs, likely to 


die; could not be content with it, but was 
baptized by Euſebius biſnop of Nicomedia in 


the uſual way , i. e by immerſion. Dr. Wall 
infers, (though I think, not with ſufficient evi- 


dence) from the words of Gennadius & that it 
began to be indifferent in France, whether im- 


merſion or perfuſion was uſed, ſo ſoon as the 


»The paſſages he mentions, are Numb. viii. 7. xix. 
19. Exzek. xxxix. 25. 4 Net. p. 209. 

t Vit. Conſtant. I. 4. c. 62. 

5 Gennadius was bibo of Marſeilles in France, and 


flouriſhed about the end of the = century; —his words 


are, The perſon to be baptized, after his confeſſion, 


4 was either wetted with the water or Plunged into it.“ 
Which words I think might have been uſed, if perfuſion 
had only been admitted in ſome caſes ; though it had not 


been eſteemed L indifferent whether was La 
See Beſuet's words recited, . 16. 
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#fth century: but owns he is the firſt writer 
who ſpeaks of it as indifferent. He ſhews 
clearly that immerſion was moſt common in 
Ttaly about A. D. 1260, and in Germany, at 
1120. Butit ſeems by the words of the coun- 
cil of Cologn, in 1836, to be then eſteemed 
more indifferent, and the church of Meniz 
preferred pouring A. D. 1551. Yet fo to pour 
as to wet both the head and ſhoulders*. In the 
year $16, it ſeems ſome in Englandattempted 
to introduce the practice of pouring; but by a 
council held in that year, under Kenulph king of 
the Mercians, it isenjoined, that 5 o Ballet yoke 
| water on the infants, but ſhall alwAys dip them 
in the font, Dipping was the common way 
in England about 1422, and continued fo un- 
till the reign of Queen Elizabeth, as both Sir 
John Floyer, and Dr. Wall (as well as others) 
do aſſert, and ſufficiently prove at large; 
and none can fairly deny. So that, as Mr. 
Rees juſtly obſervesF, till this time, the whole 
nation conſiſted of Baptiſts, i. e. they had all 

been baptized by immenſion. Sir Job Floyer 


Iſnews, it appears to have continued til longer 
Win ales |. However, about this time pouring 


began to prevail in England. It had been a 
owed, in caſe of ſuch weakneſs as that the child 


See Walls Hiſt, of Inf. Bapt. part 2. p. 360. 

+ Fuller's Church Hiſtory of Britain, b. 2. p. 109, and 
4ll's Hiſtory, part 2. p. 362. 

t Walls Hiſt. part 2. p. 364—367. Flyer” s Hiſt. of 
oe Lage letter 3d. 


Rees ut ſupra, * 180, 181. | 
Hiſt, of Cold Baths, p. 14, * 
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be copfirmed by the aſſertion of the learned 


the love of novelty, and the niceneſs d 
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was not able to bear dipping, in the offices of 


the church of Englend, for public baptiſin, about 


80 years before; and © It being allowed, 


** ſays Dr. Wall“, to weak children (though 


* ſtrong, enough to be brought to church) to 
« be baptized by affuſion, many fond ladies 


* and gentlewomen Frft, and then by degrees, 


* the common people, would obtain the fa. 
* your of the prieft to let their children paſs 
* for weak children.“ Thus, as he afterwards 
obſerves . „The inclinations of the people, 
„% backed with the authorities of three - men 
of note . who now encouraged it, carried 
« the practice againſt the rubric.“ And J aſk 
Jeaye to add, evidently againſt the ſcripture too 
hg © anidence + in favour of. immerſion, and 

againſt aſperfion, ariſing from this ingenuou 
acknowledgment of ſo learned a divine, may 


knight before mentioned; who fays, that, 
in king Fames's time, when the people grey 
C peeviſn with all ancient ceremonies, through 


parents, and the pretence of modeſty, the 
% laid aſide immerſion, which never was al 
« rogated by any canon, but is ſtill recom 
« mended by the preſent rubric of our church 
& which orders the cha to be apped on 
* creetly and warily, 


* Hiſt. part 2. p. 36 b. p. . | 
£7 Catuls, TY 2 mn 2 b t By 
x. | 
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things here, by the way. 


l Fiks r. That ſprinklingfrom the fingersends, 
ch the way now commonly uſed, did not obtain, 
os even ſo late as A. D. 1600, the time above- 
«fl mentioned; nor until above forty years after. 
It was only beginning, ſays Dr. Wall, at 1645, 
now about 123 years ago. Until then, after 
6M dipping was very near laid aſide, pouring out 


of the hand, out of a ladle, or the like, was 
the common practice“. The plain ſcripture 
en method being forſook, it is no wonder the 
ed fancies and carnal inclinations of men ſhould 
turn from one thing to another. And ſhould 
any one uſe any other methods, 1 cannot ſee 
how thoſe who uſe bis, can pretend to oppoſe 
them in it; becauſe they are clearly both alike 
unſcriptural. I am loth to offend any one of 
God's creatures, eſpecially his miniſters; but 
in treating of divine matters, we beſt mani- 
feſt our real love, by an open-hearted endea- 
vour, to reduce one another from pernicious 
errors. I therefore add, 1 believe there is not 
a perſon in the world, who would not allow, 
at leaſt upon a little cloſe conſideration, that 
there is as much plain ſcripture for ſprinkling 
the feet or toes, or any other part, and calling 
di chat baptiſm, as there is for ſprinkling the 

face and calling that ſo. And indeed fince 
the plain ſcripture method of immerſion is 
forſaken, it matters not what be turned to, 


® J/alÞs Hiſt. part 2. p. 360, 367. 
B 4 


0 


— 


1 


ſince we can turn to nothing but what is un- 


ſcriptural, until that be turned to again. 


SEconDLy. The practice either of pouringor 


ſprinkling has by no means, ever prevailed all 
over the Chriſtian world; nor any part of it, but 
ſo much as does own, or has owned, the uſurped 


power of the Pope; and ſo received it from 


him and his adherents. Thoſe two eminent 


and learned writers of the eftabliſhed church 
befare-mentioned, Sir John Floyer and Dr. 
Wall, as well as others, have made this fully 


evident. All other Chriſtians in the world, 


* ſays Dr. Wall, i. e. all in Afa, Africa, and 


/ * about a third part of Europe, in which third 


« part are comprehended the Chriſtians of 
* Gracia, Thracia, Servia, Bulgaria, Raſcia, 


« Walachia, Moldavia, Ruſſia, Nigra, Moſcovy, 
„Sc.“ do, and ever did, ordinarily, baptize 
_by immerſiorn 


THrikDLy. We have no reaſon to doubt, but 


have conſiderable evidence, all circumſtances, 
being conſidered, that there have been ſome in 
all ages of Chriſtianity, eſpecially in and about 


the vallies of Piedmont, who have both con- 


ſtantly baptized by immerſion, and have bap- 


tized none but believers F. 
XIV. Since this change of e 
into ſprinkling, many learned writers, and 


ſome even of the clergy of the abliſbed church, 


2 Hiſt of Inf. Bapt. part 2. p. 368, 376, „ 

| + See and compare Rees againſt Walker, p. 1 89—202. 
GilPs Reply to Clarł, p. 30, 31, 109, 110. Brand!'s Hiſt. 
of the Reform. p. 12. 


have 
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have lamented it, and endeavoured to retrieve 
the uſe of immer/ion, as being more agreeable 
to the original word Balg, the expreſſions |, 
of ſcripture, and the practice of the primitive 
church. Theſe are Sotus, Mr. Rogers, Biſhop 
Taylor, Sir Norton Knatchbull, Dr. Towerſon,, 
Dr. Whitby, &c.* who plead ſtrenuouſly for 
the reviving, of this practice, except in caſes 
of neceſſity. And I muſt own, how any ne- 
ceſſity can warrant our acting contrary to, or 
different from, Chriſt and his apoſtles, I can- 
not yet diſcern, Theſe things are well enough 
known by perſons of reading, and will be 
owned by perſons of candor. Nor are they 
mentioned as proofs of the validity of im- 
merſion, and invalidity of. aſperſion; but only 
as human evidences in favour of it, and for 
the ſake of ſome perſons of leſs knowledge 
and underſtanding in: theſe matters, who ſeem 
to think that the practice of immerſion in 
baptiſm is but lately become uſual.. Whereas,. 
the truth is, it is but lately laid aſide for aſper- 
fon, Yet we appeal to the word of God alone, 
as the teſt of truth, and wiſh no ſupport for 
our practice, if that does not ſupport it, but 
ſhall be willing, yea glad and determined to 
lay it aſide, if it 1s not authorized there. On 
the other hand, the authority of God's word 


Ibs ſufficient, ſhould all the world act contrary. 


[ aſk leave, by way of remark on what has 
been ſaid, to propoſe to the impartial. reader: 
chree queſtions,. 1. Is. it not. clear. from theſe: 


HMallls. Hiſt. part 2. g. 370—374, wo 
NS tings, 
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baptizing them in the name of the Father, and 
F the Son, and of the Holy Ghoſt, teaching 


commanded you, 1 take the plain meaning of 
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things; that the practice of /drinkling is found. 
ed, chiefly at beat, in the inclinations of men, 
rather than the word of God? 2. Is it not evi. 
dent that if any of us praftiſe, and inſiſt on 
ſprinkling as the-proper way'of baptizing, we 
oppoſe both the cord of God, and the cont 
uſage of the church, almoſt in all ages and 
nations, at leaſt until a few centuries ago? 3. 
Is it not much better and ſafer, to follow the 
Plain expreſſions and examples of ſcripture, ſ ** 
than the inclinations or practice of any man © 


or men in the world ? It is before God that we 


are to appear hereafter; and therefore wej © 
ſhould act as before God here. 5 
* SxconDLY. Who are the proper ſubjetts of 
this ſacred ordinance? To whom ſhould it be 
adminiſtered ? To infants or behevers? 
Anſw. A good way to know our duty In 
any point, is to underſtand the words in which 
that duty is enjoined. Miniſters of the gol 
pel have but one commiſſion in the whole book 
of God, with regard to this ordinance. To 
this commiſſion let us return 1 8 and in. 
uire Who are to be baptized: for we mul 
urely all confeſs that only thoſe to whom the 
ors will fairly extend, are che proper ſub- 
Jets of baptiſm. It is expreſt Matt. xxvill 
19, 20. Goye therefore and teach all nations, 


them to obſerve all things dah ſoever 1 hav 


thek 


MW theſe words to be, © Go and teach, not in 


(e 
4e 
c 
0 

40 
It 


ail © 


* 


[$5 
cc 
te 
de 
in 
o 


- 


©. 93 3 


Judea only, but in all other countries 


where you ſhall have opportunity, what x 
have done and ſuffered for a ruined worl 


and the bleſſings to be enjoyed throu oh 
what I have done and ſuffered, and the 2 
lute neceſſity of repentance zowardsGon, and 


& faith in ME in order to ſalvation. Baptize 


all who receive this goſpel, and appear cor- 
dially to embrace your teſttmony; and then 
inſtruct them in all the parts of practical 
religion, whereby they may honour ME and 
my Farhzx in the world, by living in all 
holineſs and righteouſneſs of life.“ Com- 


pare Mark xvi. 16. Luke xxiv. 47. Alls xxvi. 
18—2 1. Heb. vi. 1, 2 This is fo very na- 


tural and fair a ſenſe of the words, and, in 


in ſubſtance, ſo generally embraced by judicitus 


ich and learned expoſitors, that it is wonderful 


of-ll any ſhould give the words another turn, in 
ok order to vindicate infant-baptiſin from them. 


To Nor does it ſeem leſs wonderful, that any who 
inf] admit this ſenſe of them, ſhould yet think 
zul this text to admit of that practice. I would 
the venture to attempt a reply to a few arguments 
ſub offered with one or the other of theſe views. 
vii One is by a criticiſm on the Greek word 
on pobrlevoare, tranſlated teach, v. 19. which 
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is to this effect. The word means zo diſciple 
or make diſciples, and the words baptizing 
them, are explanatory of it, and ſhew the 
way by which we are to make diſciples, i. e. 


— by 
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« by baptiſm.” Others chuſe to ſay, „It 
4 ſignifies to make diſciples in general, or by 
« any. means, and baptiſm is one way 
« making diſciples; therefore we are to make 
« diſciples of the adult by teaching, but of 
« infants by baptizing them.” Thus, I think, 
is the beſt and ſtrongeſt light, in which this 
argument can be placed. a 
Anſ. 1. It is evident this is different from, 


a A 8 


and even contrary to, the known and acknow- 


ledged ſenſe of the words, in the beſt critics 
and commentators, (as thoſe who are acquaint» 
ed with critics and commentators, well know) 


and plainly to ſerve a turn, which cannot fo 


well. be ſerved by allowing the words their 
natural ſignification.“ And I believe there 
will never be a paſſage produced, in which 
the words can fairly be interpreted to ſignify 
making diſciples or proſelytes, any other way 
than by teaching. 2. They who object this, 
allow that we ſhould teach the adult, before we 
baptize them: and this is the chief text they 
produce in proof of it. But it is evident, 
if this. text will admit of the ſenſe the objec- 
That this is the chief end of this criticiſm, the 
learned and impartial reader (and it is pity the un- 
learned, ſhould be affected with it) may have a ver) 
affecting proof, by conſulting and compraring (beſides 
many others) thoſe two truly valuable authors, Tur- 
retine. Inſtit. Theol. Pars 2. Queſt. 14, 9. Pars. 3. Queſts 
I, 8, 24 /b. 204. and Gerbard. Harn. Hiſt. Evang. 15 
lac. Would any one {ce this argument particularly dil 


euſſed, pro and contra, ſee Gale's Reflect. p. 245— 327. 
Vall's Defence, p. 177211. * 


tion 
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tion gives it, it cannot prove even this. For- 
if, according to this text we can proſelyte by 
baptiſm, or by any means beſide teaching, we 
have liberty to baptize the moſt profligate and 
ignorant of mankind. But as I believe few 
will allow of this practice, they cannot plead 
fairly for this fenſe of this text. I add 3dly, 
If it will admit of this ſenſe, given in the ob- 
„ jection, how can we vindicate the apoſtles and 
i= © their practice? We well know they firſt taught,, 
and then baptized. Now we believe, they un- 
- derſtood, and acted according to this comm:/- 
Jon. Hence their practice will be a good 
o comment upon it. If then it does not nece{- 
ir ſarily enjoin teaching before baptiſm, this 
ie practice was without foundation. On the 
h other hand, if the apoſtles did, according to 
ly © this. commiſſion, teach any before they bap- 
y WE tized them, this commiſſion. cannot admit of 
„ baptiſin before teaching; conſequently, not 
„e of the baptiſm of farts. 
y Fourthly. I can think of no imaginable 
u, ſenſe, in which either an infant or an adult per- 
0%, can be made a diſciple of Chriſt, while 
n untaught, whether baptized or no: and ſhould 
n- be very glad, if any one would tell me in 
what ſenſe a baptized infant can be ſo called, 
more properly than one unbaptized. Ought 
they to be taught afterward? So ought the 
1 unbaptized, aſſoon as capable of it. Have they 
a right to this teaching? No more than the 
unbaptized. Do they, when they come to 
dnl fears, profeſs to be diſciples of Chriſt? Their 

| Profe lr. 
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this; and imagine they are in a better ſtate 
than others, becauſe of it; though it be 
every 
think it not poſſible for enlightened men, who 


living and dying, on this oa ae to doubt, 
that thouſands go ſecure to deſt 
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profeſſion is either real and ſincere, and fuch 
as proves them to be ſuch, or it is not. It 
it is, they ought v to be baptized. If it 
1s not, they have not been made diſciples by 
their baptiſm. Nor can there be any oppor: 
tunity for a baptized child to be taught, more 
than one unbaptized. They can ſure hear, and 
read, and be taught their catechiſms, or the 
like, every way as well, unbaptized, as 
baptized, Nay, I venture to add farther, 
if there is any difference, the «nbapiized 
child, is more likely to be diligent in this: 


for alas! we find, by unhappy experience, and 


conſtant obſervation, that perſons who are 
told they were baptized in their infancy, do 
naturally place ſome hope of their ſalvation on 


way ſo contrary to the word of Ged. 1 


have been accuſtomed to converſe with others, 


ruction, from 
this conſideration. I do not ſay they are 
taught this; yet how can it be otherwiſe while 
one tells. them they are regenerated in their 


. baptiſm ; another that they are born in, or 
under the covenant of grace; and that bap- 


tiſm is a ſeal of that covenant to them; a 
third, that baptiſm brings them into this co- 
venant, and the like: all evidently contrary 
to ſcripture, and 1 aſk leave to ſay, I fear too 


naturally leading to eternal deſtruction. I 


Cannot 


— 
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cannot but fear it will, one day be found ſo; 
for how natural it is to ſay, if they are born 
again, they Mall certainly be ſaved :. and if 
they are in the covenant of grace, how is it 
poſſible they ſhould periſh? To all which we 


may add, there Aaunde poſſibly be any obliga- 


tion upon any miniſter or any parent, to inſtruct 
a baptized child more than one unbaptized. 
Fifthly. There is in us all, by nature, not 
only an ignorance of, but an averſion to, 
both the duties and doctrines of Chriftianity, 
which ignorance and averſion, mult be, in 


ſome meaſure, removed before we can be 


diſciples of Chriſt; ſince we cannot be his diſ- 
ciples, and yet be ignorant of, and averſe to 
him and his ways. That bapiſm has no ſuch 


affect upon the mind, as to diſpel this igno- 
rance and averſion, daily obſervation evinces. 


But it is evident the miniſtry of the word is 


deſigned, and calculated, under the influences 
of the blefſed Spirit, to effect this, compare 
Rom. x. 13, 14, 15. Aels xxvi. 18, 19, 20. 


Jam. i. 18. 1 Hel. i. 22, 23. Therefore it 
cannot be that "wy ſhoull be made diſciples 


by baptiſm. 


Sixibly. We nere obſerved before, that the 


apoſtles followed another method, in making 


diſciples, than by baptizing them: as did alſo 


both our Lord and Fobn the Baptit. Feſus it 


is laid, made and baptized (i. e. by his apeſtles; 


for himſelf baptized none, v. 2.) more diſ- 
ciples than Fobs (i, e. than John made and 


baptized) Whence it is evident, that they 
made 


( 40 ) 
made them diſciples before they baptized them. R 
And that this was the conſtant practice of 1 
the apaſtles afterwards the hiſtory of their Add. 
ſhews. See As ch. ii. viii. x. xvi. Xviit. 
All which proves that diſciples were not, at that 
time, made by baptiſm : and by a natural and 
inſeparable conſequence, that the commiſſion 
of which we now ſpeak, does not admit of 
infant baptiſm. 5 
Seventhly. Though I think what has been a 
ſaid, enough to juſtify the ſenſe of the words 
firſt given, and, by conſequence, to prove 
the invalidity of infant-bapiijm; yet I may be 
allowed to add, that the followers of the 
apoſtles, the primitive fathers, appear to have 
underſtood and obſerved, this text in this ſenſe, 
The paſſages before referred to in them, to prove 
that they baptized by immerſion, will, many 
of them, prove that the ſubjects of this im- 
merſion were believers; eſpecially the paſſages cou 
cited from Barnabas, Hermas, Tuſtin Martyr, I 
and Tertullian. And Juſtin Martyr's well known I 
words plainly enough ſhew, that it was not 
their cuſtom to baptize any others; which, for 
the reader's ſatisfaction, I would here recite. 
They are in what is called his ſecond ® apolo- 
gy for the Chriftians to the emperor A. Pius, 
to whom he is profeſſedly giving a circumſtan- 
tial account of the manners and ceremonies of I x. 
the Chriſtians in- general, at that time, about 
A. D. 150; And therefore it is unreaſonable: 


* It is called his end; but Eaſcbius Dupiz, and 
others, ſuppoſe it was his firſts. 


to 


— 
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of Mito ſuppoſe he would omit infant-bapliſin, had 


7, Wit been then in uſe, His words are“, Leſt 
we ſhould appear to act deceitfully, or preva- 
ricate, in this relation, we will ſhew in what 
manner we, when renewed by Chriſt, devoted 


6 Jourſelves to God. As many as are perſuad- 
oed that the things ſpoke and taught by us are 


true, and promiſe to live accordingly, are di- 
lrected to pray unto God, and to implore, with 
faſting, the pardon of their paſt ſins, while 
we faſt and pray together with them. Then 
we bring them where there is water, and they 
re regenerated with the ſame kind of rege- 
eration with which we ourſelves were re- 
generated; for they are waſhed in water in the 
name of the Father, Sc.“ Theſe are his words, 
and I defire the reader to remember, 1ſt. That 
this is an account of the Chriſtians in general. 
2d. That he profeſſes to give an ingpartial ac- 
count; and not to prevaricate, or deal unfair- 


. ly. Therefore had infani-baptiſm been, at 
+ that time, in uſe among Chriſtians, he ſeems 
> Ito have been under indiſpenſible obligation 
„Ito mention it, Yet he mentions none, as 
. being baptized among them, but ſuch as firſt 
were perſuaded, believed, promiſed, &c. I can- 
> not think, therefore, but this is-a-clear and 


+ full evidence, ſo far as a negative can be evi- 

dent, that infant-baptiſm was not now in uſe in 
the church: but that their conſtant practice 
was firſt to teach,.and then to baptize; and, 


d. © Qzera eus, Pag. 93. Colon Ed. 1686. L 
| conſe- 
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conſequently that they underſtood not th 
commiſſion, to authoriſe infant-baptiſm “. 
Some ſeem ſenſible this muſt be the ſenk 
of the words, and therefore intimate, thi 
They do not relate to infants, but only tt 
the adult.“ Anſw. This ſeems au acknoy 
ledgment that infant. baptiſm cannot be vind 
cated from this text; for if it can, it mulf 
relate to more than the adult. And if it can 
not, we ſhould either produce ſome other con 
miſſion, in which infant-baptiſm is authorized 
to which I think we ſhall none of us pretend 
or own and vindicate the baptiſm of believer 
the one bapriſm enjoined in this commiſſion, Fc 
I hope none of us will proceed in any work 
or adminiſter any ordinance, without a com 
miſſion from God, the great law-giver. And 
I think it ſeems a foul reflection upon the wil. 
dom and love of Chriſt Jeſus, to ſay it is hi m 
will that we ſhould baptize infants, and ye 
has only given us one commiſſion with regard 
/to this ordinance, which does not extend ti 
them. Sure no good man would leave hi 
ſervants to labour under ſuch. perplexity and in 
darkneſs in a matter of ſo great importance. 7 


* The reader is deſired to obſerve, that the queſtio . 
is not whether the Fathers mention the practice of bap- h 
tizing believers, as common at ghar day day. This is owned t! 
on all hands. Dr. Wall himſelf ſays, a hundred paſſage 1 
may be produced in a day's time, which prove this * 


fence of Hiſt. of Inf. Bap. p. 235. The queſtion is whe- a 
ther they baptized any infants, fo ſoon as Juſtin's time] © 
I think the above quotation, ſhews they did not, t 

| 
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One would wonder to find it ſaid, We 
are to baptize all nations; infants are a part of 
Wall nationse: therefore infants ate to be bap- 
tized.“ The words cannot be taken in the 
moſt extenſi ve ſenſe; for if fo, we muſt bap- 
tize all eus, Turks, and Pagans, which ate a 
part of ail nations. If we tay they muſt firſt 


for hence it is argued that none are to be bap- 
tized before converſion. If we do not thus 
extend it, we'muſt uſe ſome means to fix its 
limits; and:the'beft I can think of, is to make 
it equallyiextenſive with the fore- going clauſe z 
and ſo baptize none who are not firſt taught; 


of infant - baptiſin. 


text, we now plead for, yet ſay, The com- 
miſſion cannot be againſt infant. baptiſim; be- 
cauſe, had the words been ſpoke to Fewiſh pro- 


in the name of the God of Vrael, teaching, 
& c. they would certainly have circumeiſed 
3nfants.” But to this, it is eaſy to reply, t. 


o not AGAINST infant. baptiſim; if it is not clear- 
ap ly er it, unleſs we can find another commiſſion, 
el there can be no authority for it in ſcripture, 2. 
| If che words of themſelves, prove this prae- 
e Tice, ue need ingt recur to circumciſion, er 
ne any cher inilitution; but fairly prove it from 
them, as they ſtand. 3. If theſe words, ſim- 
un ply of pm hg being firſt ſpoke to the 4 


be converted, we ſeem to give up the point; g 


which will prove that theſe words admit not 


Others again, who allen that ſenſe * the 
Pbets; go teach all nations, circumctſing them 


That it is not enough to ſay the commiſſion is 


— — 
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Ly - 
iſd prophets, would clearly have taught them 
to circumciſe their infants; then, of nx 
tural conſequence, it will be eaſy to prove ia 

fant-baptiſm from them now. But the objec. 
tion implies that infant baptiſin, cannot fair. 
lvy be proved from them as they ſtand, without 
ſome other circumſtances, gathered elſe. 
where: for if they will, as is juſt now ſaid, 
why do we recur to circumciſion ? ? The Few: 
iſh -prophets then, muſt have wanted ſome 
other conſiderations or inſtructions, to war- 
rant their circumciſion of infants; and conſe- 
quently, ſo do we, to warrant our baptixing 
of them. 4. The 7eus had a plain and ex- 
preſs command for circumciſing infants, and 


it, beſide that expreſs command, ſuch a com- 


miſſion as that we now ſpeak of, had been 
given them, it may be granted, they would 
certainly have circumciſed infants. But 
then, if what is ſaid above is true, they 
would not have done it by virtue of this ge- 
neral commiſſion; but of that expreſs com- 
mand. Now, as we have no ſuch expreſs 
command, their caſe and ours, is by no 
means parallel. 

Fifth, Perhaps they he object this, do 
it from the ſuppoſition that baptiſm: ſucceeds 
circumciſion. Now that baptiſm does not 
come in the room of circumciſion, after all 
that hath been ſaid about it, is, I think, evi- 
dent from the following hints. 1. Neither 
our Lerd nor John the Baptiſt, nor the apoſtles, 
ever hinted that 1t does, that we find, to any 


of 


i ; 
; * 4 ' N — ! 5 5 


\ 


, — 1 
— 
* \ I 
/ <. eg * | — 
\ by * } = * 
{ ls) ( I % & i 


. N 
1 K | 3 
. — i GE } 


f 
K 


e ee 40 
Ces. 


| 
| 


(- 45 ) 

ff thoſe whom they baptized, when they 
haptized them: which I think very ſtrange, 
ad this been the caſe. 2. The only paſſage 
yroduced in favour of this ſentiment, ſeems 
o be expreſs againſt it. Col. ii. 11, 12. 
hich ſure is evident from this one conſide- 
ation, that the circumciſion there mentioned 
ſaid to de made without hands: baptiſm is 
o more adminiſtred without hands, than the 
Fewi/h circumciſion was. It is much more 


ell as to the whole tenor of ſcrip: ure, to ex- 
lain it of what the ſame apoſtle elſewhere calls 
e circumciſion of the heart. Rom. ii. 29. i. e. 


e renewing of the mind, which always ſhould . 


e, and undoubtedly, in the apoſtles time, al- 
ays was, followed with baptiſm, as they are 


re placed. 3. In many things, it is evident 


e have no regard to circumciſion, in admi- 
iſtering the ordinance of baptiſm, why then 
ould we in baptizing infants? We do not 
aptize preciſely on the 8th day; we bap- 


mcfion. I cannot ſee how one ſucceeds the 
her, unleſs we are either to obſerve the for- 
er in all things, or ſhew where the ſcripture 
ows us to make a difference. Should it 
ſaid, 4 The Lord did not mention theſe 
cumſtances, when he enjoined baptiſm ; 
er:fore we do not obſerve them;“ we al- 
too much by conſequence; 1. e. that 

> are only, in adminiſtering this ordinance, 
to 


greeable to the expreſſions here uſed; as 


— - wv 
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ze females as well as males, &c. which are 


ntrary to the practice of the Fews in cir- 
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to regard what is expreft i in the inſtitution of 
it; and conſequently, as no mention is made 
of infants, we are not to baptize them. W. 
ſeem therefore neceſſarily reduced to this 4 
lemma. Either we muſt ſtrictly regard th 


words of inſtitution, or we muſt ſtrictly regai tt 
the inſtitution of circumciſion; or ſhew_thaliſſher 
_ Chriſt Jeſus when he inſtituted baptiſm, gaveuffeff 
liberty in ſome caſes to deviate from the mad ſ 
ner of the Jews 1 in circumciſion;, but enjoine nd 
a regard, to it in other caſes, or own. that viſſſict 
act by n no inſtiturion at all. The reader maſſe 
chuſe his part; I would take the firſt, an yr 
have a Qriet regard ro the words of the inſiMpea 
tution, expreſt in the commiſſion, and ſo bayſſop; 
tige none but thoſe who are taught. I hope, 
ſhall. be excuſed in this, ſhort digreſſion. I.. 
Their being both in uſe at the ſame time, thu b 
years, at leaſt, before our Lord's death, auer: 
baptiſm anſwering its own proper end, befaffen 
circumcifion was aboliſhed, muſt, L thin thi 
after all,, remain an unanſwerable argumeſſer 
againſt the one ſucceeding the other. 5. MV, 
ſides, it ſeems the apoſiles had a very good o 
portunity of mentioning this matter, Wipe 
the diſſention happened at Antioch, bet wepo 
the Jewiſß and Gentile converts, concern wee 
the neceſſity of circumciſion, mentioned Mich 
xv. I think it very improbable, that this 9 
diſſention would ever have taken place, Mcor 


baptiſm been ſubſtituted in the room of 0 
cumciſion. For had this been the cal 
ſurely the Jewiſh converts mutt have be 

inform 


formed of it, at their embracing of Chri/- 1 
ty. And if ſo, one cannot think they | 
puld make any attempts to revive a cere- | 
ony, which they had neceſſarily acknow- | 
aged the abolition of, at their embracing | 
that new Teſtament ordinance. On the il 
halter hand, one can think of no argument 
effectual to convince the Fews and eſtabliſh 

d ſatisfy the minds of the Gentiles, as to re- 
nend them that the ordinance of baptiſm, _ | | 
Iich they had all embraced, ſuperſeded te 


eſſity of circumciſion. But nothing any 
y relative tothis, is heard from them; which 
pears to me a very weighty conſideration 
Fes to the argument for infant bap- 
u, taken from its ſucceſſion to circumci- 
n. 6, Nor are we helped at all, that I can | 
by ſaying, that“ The children of be- 
ers are in the covenant of grace with their 
ents; and that baptiſm is to them a ſeal 
this covenant now, as Circumciſion was, 
der the moſaic diſpenſation.” Becauſe, 
ir/t, The covenant to which circumciſion 
onged, does not by any means appear to be 
Wperly the covenant of grace, It had many 
poral bleſſings, on God's part, to be be- 
wed On Abrabam, with whom it was made, 
Ich cannot in any wiſe belong to the cove- 
, grace. As a numerous poſterity, kings 
come from his loins, a ſettled habitation 
his poſterity in the land of Canaan, &c. 
vii. Theſe are all quite different bleſ- 
from thoſe contained in the covenant of 
grace, 
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| alſo, were contained i in the Abrahamic cm 
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prace, mentioned Heb. viii. 10, 1 1, 12. It m 
be allowed, I think, that fpiritual bleſſing 


. bl A 


nant; but then the apoſtle teaches us, the 
bleſſings were not derived to his natural, by 
ſpiritual ſeed, i. e. all who believe, are of fait 
&c. whether Jews or Gentiles. See Rom, ij 
09, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14. 16. ix. 6, 7, 8, 2 
Gal. iii. 7, 9, 29. 


Secondly, Neither circumciſion nor baptiſ 5 
are ever called ſeals of any covenant, in all u : 
bible, and much leſs ſeals of the covenant 8 
grace. Nor can I ſee with what propric - 


that name can be given to either of then f. 
Nor indeed, can I yet be well ſatisfied what d q; 
vines have meant, or do mean, in callin 


them ſo. If it be meant that they ſhut 2 
the ſubjects of them from all others, as f K 
property of God alone, in this ſpiritual ſen % 
or that they ſet ſome mark on the ſubje&s MF |. 
them, which ſhews they are, in this ſenff m0 
none but God's; or that they demonſtr 


and aſcertain to the perſon himſelf, his of 
intereſt, in this covenant ; ſurely nothing 
be more contrary to ſcripture, than to call 
a ſeal of the covenant of grace, in any of th .. 
ſenſes.* Could any of theſe be ſaid of 

mael and Eſau, and ee of others, Wl 
were circumciſed. Or of Simon Magus, a 
many other apoſtates and deceivers, . 


See more uſes of a ſeal, in Dr. Sibbs's Foun 
Sealed, p. 131—141. But thoſe mentioned above 
moſt applicable to this ſubject. 1 

| d 


( 49 ) 


have been baptized ? If not, how can either 
circumciſion or baptiſm be called ſeals of the 


covenant of grace? 
Thirdly, It is not being in any covenant, any 


more than beingborn of any parents whatever, 
that cangive any perſona title to any ordinance, 


or authorize any to adminiſter it to them. 
Nothing can do this properly ſpeaking, but 
the command of God. Nov if the bleſſed God, 

gives a command to adminiſter any ordinance, 
the chief things to be regarded are, the man- 
ner of adminiſtering that ordinance, and the 
characters of thoſe to whom it muſt be ad- 
miniſtered. Theſe characters alone can con- 


ſtitute any perſon a proper ſubject of the or- 


dinance. Theſe characters, in the caſe of c:r- 
cumciſion, are thus expreſſed. He that is eight 
days old, born in the houſe, or bought with mo- 


ney of any ſtranger. Gen. xvii. 12, 13. But 


in the new Teſtament, we have nothing of this 
kind in the caſe of baptiſm. There I can find 


no authority to baptize any but thoſe who are 


taught, repent, believe, Sc. Now as we ſhall 
not pretend intirelꝝ 
of circumciſion, adminiſtering baptiſm ; 

and fo baptize only males, —preciſely on the 


eighth day,—and our ſervants, whether con- 


verted or no; and as none pretend that our 


Lord gave licence to omit theſe, and yet fol- 
low circumciſion in adminiſtering baptiſm, it 


mult be proper to regard the plain words of 
inſtitution oy, and fo firſt teach, and then 
baptize thoſe who are taught, | 

C Fourthiy, 


to regard the inſtitution. 
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Four 2b I might add, the objection, ſup- 


poſes that circumciſion was limited to the 
children of believers, i. e. pious Jetos, or elſe 
I do not ſee the force of it. Now this is 
quite contrary to plain matter of fact, as ! 
— think every attentive reader of the old Tefta- 
ment muſt ſee. The children of wicked Jeros, 
had the ſame right to circumciſion as thoſe of 


— - 


pious Jews, If then the children of belie vers 


_ only, muſt be baptized, this is another in- 


—_ 2 


one cannot ſucceed the other. 

© Fifthly, 1 deſire I may not offend any ſeri- 
ous Chriſtian, or pious brother in the miniſtry, 
if I crave leave to ſay farther, 1 think two 
circumſtances ſhew, that what is contained 
in the objection, is not of much weight, 
even with thoſe who make uſe of it, 1: 
That many, if not all gf them, baptize, as 
they call it, the children of thoſe, in whom 
there is no appearance of faith. 2. When 
thoſe who were born of wicked parents, and 
were, what they call, baptized in their infancy, 
come to join. with them in church-fellowſhip, 
they do not re- baptize them. Now, allow- 
ing that ſprinkling is baptiſm; I would ſay 
this baptiſm of unbehever's children, is ei- 
ther valid and authorized by ſcripture, or it is 
not. If it is not, how can theſe our brethren 
adminiſter it, or receive thoſe into church-fel- 
lowſhip who have had no other baptiſm ? If it 
is, then why do they talk of believers children 

having 


© 


"ſtance 1 in which theſe two inſtitutions differ; 1 
and conſequently another argument that .the 
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having a right to this ordinance, fince, by 
this concefſion, they allow, that the children 
of unbelievers have the ſame right? From all 
theſe things it appears evident to me, that 
neither circumcifion nor any thing elſe, can 
warrant our baptizing any but believers. 


— — — — 


Some others have thought, there is another 
f Wway, better than this, ro account for the 
s ſlence of ſcripture, about infant-baptiſm, 
Hand yet maintain the validity of the practice. 
“ Becaufe, fay they, the Fews were wont to 
© Wbaptize proſelytes, and their children; which 


practice the diſciples were acquainted with, 
and therefore would naturally infer that the 
„children of converted parents ought to be bap- 
0 tized nom, under the goſper diſpenſation, with- 
d YoutourEord's making expreſs mention of it.” 
% As chis is, by ſome, eſteemed the beſt ar- 


. Igument for infant-bapriſm,* I aſk leave to 
1 collect a few circumſtances relating to this | 


practice of baprizing proſelyzes, among the Ill 
2 Jews, and the evidence we have of it, with | 


few remarks. 8 
iſt. Allowing that there really was ſuch a 
practice among tlie Jetus, and this of divine 
„ Eppointment, it is very natural to ſuppoſe 
hat if our bleſſed Lord deſigned we ſhould 
e Follow chem, at All, Ne would either have us 
| follow them in every khin 4 relating to this 
en Iprackice, or he would os wherein we 


it |. * Dr. Hammont'fays: the foundation of infant-bapri/m 
ren I far: better. laid in this practice than in circuniciſion, 
ing OO RTT, Pr 3Y. COP: $3Se 3596 
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ought to deviate from them. I can ſee no 
method of reaſoning from their practice to 


I gd TRI Iv view a W: 
our's, (either in this caſe or in circumciſion) I n0 
which will not take in all the circumſtances th. 


relating to their practice, except Chriſt had hi 
forbidden it, and mentioned ſome that are 
to be excluded. I can find no circumſtanceſi ba 
mentioned as excluded in the commiſſion. It 


i 8 


Ex. xix. 10. none of een een were ever an 


the ſame f tnt 


one day old; and all, females under twelve 
years and one day old, were baptized at the 


* 


requeſt of their parents, thoſe above that 


age, at their own requeſt, 3. If a Mm 


. * Lightf, Horz Hebraicæ is Matt, ii. G. Wallis In. 
troduction to Hiſt. of Inf. Bapt. and ſmaller extracts in 
Ainſevorth on Gen. xvii. 'Lightf. Harm. of N. Teſt. 
§ 9. Cradack's Harm. of + Evang. ch. 11. 9 21. ch. 


Wa 
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toß was baptized when with child, her child was 
1 ===" again: this baptiſm of the mo- 


ce ther ſerved for both. 4. I remember no 
ad hint of any of them who were baptized any 
are other way than by immerſion. Now if their 
ci baptiſm is followed by us in any thing, why 
not in all theſe things? I may add, this bap- 
ol tim was after circumciſion, and therefore if 
I coriſtian baptiſm ſucceeds the Jewiſb, it cane | 
ap: not ſurely ſucceed circumciſion too. 3 
ary 2dly, If they had ſuch a practice, it was 
Ka. not enjoined them by the Lord; but was a 
teal tradition of their own; as 1 think all Chriſ- 
. tian writers will allow. Now we know how 
ap · much our Lord ſpoke againſt their traditions, 
och ff eſpecially thoſe of baptiſms. See Mark vii. 
Vert and we cannot think he would approve of 
ce chis, while he diſapproved of others, and not 
10M intorm us of it. Now we have no informa- 
ed, tion of this; and therefore, allowing they 
who had ſuch a tradition, it is unreaſonable to 
the ſuppoſe our Lord ſhould deſign to have it 
oNEimitated in a goſpel-inſtitution. But 
3dly, There is great reaſon to believe they 
elxefhad no ſuch cuſtom of baptizing proſelytes 
kheſſ under the old Teſtament diſpenſation as is 
that pleaded for. Becauſe, as ſeveral * have ob- 
Maag ſerved, © It is not mentioned in ſcripture, 
». In-JÞor in the apochrypha, nor in Foſephus, who 
As nflvrote particularly of the antiquities, cuſtoms 
* Dr. Gale's Reflec. p. 270, 271. Dr. GilPs Inf. 
apt. a part and pillar of popery, p. 38, 39. Rees 
wall Laing Walker, p. 21. 15 
3 | C 2 and 
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and ceremonies of the Jews; nor in Philo. 
Judæus, who wrote a little before him, both 
which authors might have been expected to 
mention this practice, had there been any 

ſuch in uſe, at, or before that time.“ The 
evidence produced in favour of it, is from 
the Gemara of the Jews, * a work wrote at 


Los 


For the ſake of the leſs-knowing-reader, note here, 
that the Gemara is the comment, às the Miſna is the text, 
of the Jeabiſg work called the Talmud; which: gives an 
account of the religious ceremonies of the Fews. There 
are two of theſe ; one called the Jeru/alem Talmud, as 
written by the Jeays of Fudea ; the other the Badbylonifb 
Talmud, as written by the eus in Babylonia. The for- 
mer, according to Dr. Bray, Buxtorf, and ſome others, 
followed by Dr. Gale and Mr. Rees, was written about 
A. D. 230. But Dr. Prideauæx ſuppoſes it not compleat- 

ed until about A. D. 300. The latter about A. D. 500, 
(and it feems F. Morinus maintains it to be ſtill later, 
about the 7th century.) Both theſe Gemaras are ſaid to 
ſpeak of Fewi/ baptiſm of proſelyres ; and Dr. Vall would 
have it, by a paſſage from Selden, that the Miſua menti- 
ons it too: but Dr. Gill ſhews that the paffage has not 

a tittle concerning it; and ſays he is content to riſque 
his reputation for Fewwi/h learning, (which we know, is 
not ſmall) if a paſſage be produced either from the 
Balyloniſh or Jeruſalem Miſna, that mentions it. See 
Prid. Conn. b. v. p. 463—473, ioth Edit. 'Galz's Re- 
flec. p. 326. Rees, p. 17-29. WalPs Hiſt. Introduc. p. 
79. GilÞs Inf. Bapt. a part and pillar of popery, p. 39. 
And that very valuable Scriſ ture Di&ionary publiſhed 
1759, in 3 vols. octavo; worthy to be recommended to 
every young ſtudent in divinity, and to all who would 
aequire a knowledge of the chronology, geography, and 
hiſtory of the bible. M. B. It is a judicious extract from 
Euſebius, Ferom, Calmet, Uſher, Pri deauæ, Shuckford, 
Baronius, Sir Iſaac Newton, Maundreli, Whithy, Wells, 
Arbuthnot, &c. &c. See it on the words Gemara, Miſra, 
JT almud, 0 
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ſooneſt, not until about A. D. 230, but. ac- 


cording to others, not until A. D. 300. At 
which time they might eaſily take for granted 
what was not true, as to ceremonies that had or 
had not been in uſe ſo long before this time 
as 1600 or 1700 years; the time when this 
ceremony is ſaid to take its riſe. Eſpecially 
as this work was not compiled from any 
writings, but from oral tradition, handed 


down from one to another; which, conlider- 


ing the length of time, the whimſical ſpirit 
of the Jews in general, the felmudical writers 
in particular, and the little account made of 


their writings; makes it very evident, that we 


have no ſolid authority to believe they had 
any ſuch practice, at the time pretended to. 
Theſe things being put together, it is wonder- 
ful that this, at beſt, ſuppoſed tradition, ſhould 
be called a bis for infant-baptiſm; and I muſt 
lay, I ſearcely know what could be ſaid more 
effectually to prove that it has no baſis at all, 
except in the inventions of men. From theſe 


things, I think it is evident, that we muſt 


either allow infant-baptiſm is authorized by 


the commiſſion, or deſpair of finding it any 


where elſe. To this therefore we return 
again. And if any thing is needful, beſides 
what has been ſaid, in order to fix its ſenſe, 
1 think it may be done. by conſidering the 
words themfelves—the parallel paſſage the 
conduct of thoſe who obeyed it, and ſome 
things ſaid concerning the ordinance.  _ 

: „ | 1. The 
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1. The words themſelves. We have ſnewn 


already, the words all nations cannot, and are 
not pretended, to include every individual of 


mankind; and the objections anſwered above, 


imply, that they do not of themſelves, natu- 
rally teach us to baptize infants. In order 
then, to have further ſatisfaction, if it may 
be, may we not, from what has been ſaid on 
this text, reaſon thus ? All expoſitors, and 
all others, for what I know, do allow and 
maintain, that the adult muſt be taught, be- 
fore they are baptized: now the text makes 
no diſtinctions, nor ſpeaks of two different 
kinds of ſubjects, nor of methods in the mi- 
niſterial work of teaching and baptizing. If 
then we baptize before teaching, according to 
this aniverſally allowed ſenſe of the text, it is 


plain, we act without warrant. But when we 


teach before we baptize, we act preciſely ac- 
cording to what all men allow to be the natu- 
ral ſenſe of our Lord's words. Again, all 
men allow that the apoſtles were, and other 
miniſters are, commanded, in this text, to do 
what they are able, in making diſciples to Chriſt 
in all nations. Now we muſt either make them 
diſciples after, or by, or before baptiſm. Not 
after; for that would he, not only to invert 
the order of the words, but to oppoſe the 
univerſal ſenſe of mankind concerning them. 
And I think it is proved above, that none 
are, or can be made diſciples of Chriſt by 
baptiſm. It muſt then be before baptiſm : 
and teach muſt fix the limits of baplize, and 

we 
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we muſt baptize none but thoſe who are firſt 
taught, unleſs we deviate from this our oNLY 
commiſſion. Ch Is | 

2. This is confirmed by the parallel paſ- 
ſage, Mark xvi. 13, 16. where what Mat- 
thew calls teaching, is called preaching the 
goſpel, — and this before, and in order to faith; 
and faith before baptiſm. I think any one 
muſt ſee and acknowledge that the people 
now called Baptiſts, do proceed exactly ac- 
cording to the order pointed out in theſe twa 
paſſages. _ Ss 12 5 

3. The method of thoſe who taught and 
baptized, both before and after the commiſſion 
was given, proves the ſame. We cannot find 
that John ever baptized any, not even though 
they had Abraham to their father, who did 
not repent, confeſs their fins, &c. Both he 
and the apoſtles, as we have ſeen before, firſt 
made them diſciples, and then baptized them, 
compare Matt. iii. Mark. i. Luke iii. Fobn iv. 
12. Thoſe baptized Ads ii. 41. were ſuch as 
gladly received the word; not them and their 
children too. Thoſe baptized Acts viii. 12. 
were only ſuch as believed Philip, preaching 
the things concerning the kingdom of God, and the 
name of Jeſus. We are particularly informed F 
they were men and women; but not a word 
of their children with them. Nothing could 
have been more eaſy, more natural, or more 
agreeable to the manner of the ſacred Hiſtori- 
ans, than to have added and children — had 
there been any then baptized. Thoſe baptized 
| C5 | Acts 
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Alis x. 49. were ſuch as /pake with tongues and 
glorified God, v. 46. The houſnolds mention- 
ed as baptized, were of the ſame kind. It 
is evident enough that Tydia's houſhold are 


called brethren, and are ſuch as the apaſtles 


could comfort by their mi niſtrations, Ads xvi, 


15, 40. The jailor's houſhold were ſuch as 


had firſt the word of the Lord ſpoke to them, 


aud rejoiced, believing in God, Als xvi. 32, 33, 


34. The houfhold of Criſpus were ſuch as 
believed in the Lord, As xwwi. 8. And the 
houſhold of Stephanas were the firſt-fruits of 
Achais, i. e. the firſt perſons converted there, 
and addicted themſelves to the miniſtry. of the 


ſaints, 1 Cor. i. 16. xvt. 15. Whatever he 


meant by that word, it cannot be applied to 
infants. All theſe houſholds, therefore, are 
not, as ſome ſeem to have ſuppoſed, inſtances 


of the baptiſm of infants; but | proofs of the 


baptiſin of believers. 

4. Some things ſaid concerning this ordi- 
nance, prove it cannot belong to infants. 
They were to baptize in, or into, the name 
i. e. into a profeſſion of the doctrine, or belief 
of the Father, the Son, and the Holy Ghoſt. Now 


* Fig. To 0Y0ts This phraſe has been ſuppoſed to ſig- 


nify by the authority of the Father, &c. And it is true 


we baptize by divine authority : and this 1s pretty agree- 
able to our Engliſh phraſe—zz the name of :—but I hum- 
bly. conceive it is by no means agreeable to the original 
words, Compare 1 Sam. XXV. 9. Hæra v. 1. Septuag. 

John v. 25. Mark xvi. 17. Greek. That the phraſe here, 
bas the ſenſe given it above, may appear by the like Greek 


Phraſe, Rom, vi. 3. 1 Cor. i. 13, 15. X. 2. Gal. iii. 27. 
I cannot 
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cannot imagine how a baptized infant makes 
rofeſſion of doctrine, faith, or any thing of 

the like kind, more than one unbaptized. 

But when a perſon is converted, and then bap- 


tized, as a proof that he determines hence- 
forth to own God as his only Lord and lau- 
giver; and to maintain, in faith and practice, 
a continual regard to the ſacred three, it 13 
eaſy to ſee how agreeable it is to theſe words, 
and how ſtrongly ſuch an expreſſion militates 
againſt the baptiſm of infants; fince it is not 
poſſible that infants ſhould, in this ſenſe, be 
baptized in the name of the Father, Son, and 
Holy Ghoſt, and conſequently, if this is the 


| ſenſe, as J believe will generally be allowed, 


it is not poſſible that this commiſſion ſhould 
authorize, nor even tolerate mfanut-baptiſm. 
To the ſame purpoſe we are told, by the 
apoſtle, that as many as (1. e. every one who) 
were baptized at Rome and Galatia, were 
baptized into his death, and had put on Chriſt, 
Rom. vi. 3. Gal. iii. 27. Now as the apoſtle 
here, not only ſpeaks of baptifns in general, 
but exprefsly of ALL who had been baptized 
among them; and as thefe words cannot be 
applied to infants, it appears a fubſtantial 
proof that there was no ſuch practice as 
infant. baptiſm in theſe churches; and conſe- 
quently there ought to be no ſuch. practice 
in any churches of Chriſt at this day. This 
argument is the more conſiderable, as theſe 
churches had now been a good while planted; 
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( 6) 
that at Rome, eſpecially, about fifteen years: 
in which time there muſt have been children 
born and baptized, had they uſed any ſuch 


practice. Again, the apoſtle Peter calls baptiſm, 
the anſwer of a good conſcience towards God. 


Whatever might be ſaid in a critical manner, 


on this text, I believe none will ever be able 
to vindicate ſuch an expoſition of it, as does 
not imply that the ordinance is to be attended 
to from a conſciouſneſs of its being a duty, in 


the perſon to whom it is to be adminiſtered, 
Now infants can have no ſuch conſciouſneſs; 


and therefore cannot be the proper ſubjects 
of that baptiſm which is the anſwer of à good 
conſcience towards God. | 

There are two or three other ſcriptures a- 
bout which ſome weaker readers ſeem per- 


plexed, by hearing what ſome others have 
ſaid upon them. It is ſaid, they brought young 


children to Chriſt that he ſhould touch them, &c. 
Matt. xix. 13, 14. Mark x. 12—17. Luke xviii. 


15, 18. But it ſnould be obſerved, 1. That, 
there is not a word about baptiſm in theſe 


places. 2. We are aſſured, our Lord bap- 
tized none: therefore they could not be 
brought to him to be baptized by him, ſee 
Jobn iv. 2. 3. The evangeliſts tell us plainly 
what they were brought for, and what our 


Lord did for them. They were brought, ſay 


The church of Rome is ſuppoſed to have been planted 

about A. D. 43. and the epiſtle written about A. D. 

57 or 58. _ ; 9 | - 
+ 1 Pet. Iii. 21. 


they 
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: chey, that be ſhould touch them, put his hands 
n on them and pray. And they inform us, he did 
h Mio. 4. As to thoſe words, of ſuch is the king- 
, dom of Heaven; — though I doubt not, all in- 
＋fants, dying in infancy, will be ſaved; yet the 
r, Wplain meaning of the words, ſeems to be, that 
le Wthoſe who are humbled and ſenſible of their 
es Mown weakneſs and helpleſſneſs, and ſo become — 
:d dependant and teachable as little children, | 
in Wſhall have a place in the church below, and 1 
d. the kingdom of glory above, compare Matt. 1 
s; MWxvii. 2—7. And it ſeems our Lord choſe il 
ts to manifeſt his love and regard to ſuch ſenſi- 
od ble, humble, teachable ſouls, by receiving lf 
I cheſe little ones, who are, in this ſenſe, ſo like (1 
a- Whis ſaints, I would take this opportunity to | 
r- Wobſerve, that I cannot ſee the leaſt ſhadow of | 
ve realon for that common objection, ** That we 
are churliſh towards infants, and make their 
c. privileges fewer under the goſpel, than they 
11. were under the law.” Whatever they were 
it, under the law, it is certain there cannot poſſi- 
ſe bn be one geſpel-privilege mentioned, to 
p- NVhich a baptized infant is entitled, more than 
be None unbaptized. And indeed ſuppoſe there 
ee could, unleſs infant-baptiſim be enjoined in 
ly ſcripture, the reflection would not affect us, 
ur but the Z/efed Redeemer, who has given us no 
ay warrant to baptize them. OD 
The other, and I think the only other text, 
ted neceſſary to be mentioned here, is 1 Cor. vii. 
D. 14. For the unbelieving huſband is ſanctiſied, 
Kc. elſe were your children unclean, but now 25 
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they holy. The chief ching needful in opening 
this text, is, to underſtand the word Hoh. 
And I think we may very well fix the ſen 
of this word, and may ſee that the text has 
not the moſt diſtant regard or relation to in. 
Fant- baptiſin, by obſerving, 
1. What was here the deſign of the apoſtl. 
It was ſimply to ſhew, that when one party 
of a married couple was converted, and the 
other remained in unbelief, it was ſtill the 
duty of the behever to abide with the unbe- ee 
hever, ver. 12, 13. That the huſband ſhould 
not put away his wife; nor the wife Put away * 
her huſband. Now it was neceſſary he ſhould 
fpeak of ſuch a /an#ification, as would be per. 
tient to his deſign, and to the ſubject he 1s 
upon; and therefore of ſuch a e 
as would manifeſt that the huſband and wife 
ought to abide together. To ſpeak of any 
other ſanctification, would have been to wan- 
_ der quite away from his fubjecct. 
2dly. It would neither be pertinent to the 
apoſtle's deſign, to ſpeak of real, inward ſancii- 
fication, or any ſort of outward, reputed ſandii. Rr 
fication, nor is it agreeable to the letter andiſtex 
expreſſion of the text, to underſtand him in) 


The Greek word a$4rw is the ſame in both veig ore 
and Dr. Dodaridge (after Dr. Lardner) obſerves from Jo- 
ſephus, that hs gh it was not allowed in the Jeaviſp law, _ 
that women might divorce their huſbands, yet it was n 

Dractiſed; they probably having learnt it of the Roman 
women, who are known in this age to have practiſed it 
in the moſt ſcandalous manner. Fam. Expo/, on Mari Nan 
4. 12. vid. & Tuft. Mart. Apol. page 42. 
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his ſenſe. Not pertinent to his den. 
ince it is his. deſign, not to ſhew whether 
hey are to abide together, after the unbe- 


liever is really ſauctiſied (after which be can- 


ot be an unbeliever) but while he or ſhe, re- 
41ns a heathen, and in unbelief. And it is 
ot either real, or reputed ſaualification in any 


eligious ſenſe that would any way oblige them 


o abide together; except they had voluntarily 
ſpouſed each other, and upon ſuch eſpouſal, 
been legally united in the relation of man and 
vite by the marriage contract. On the other 


hand, if they are fo united, In virtue of 11s 


* UNION, as à valuable author obferves“, 


* they (i. e. the man and wife) become each 


* other's property.” _ Conſequently, without 
uch a fanctification as that now mentioned 
thether/ reputed or real, they are under the 
rongeſt obligations to abide with each other, 
hat can be. It is not poffible that ſuch. a 
anctification can any way ſtrengthen the obli- 
ation at all: it could not therefore be to the 
po/He*s purpoſe to mention 1t.—— Nor is it 


igrecable. to the letter and expreſſion of the 
ext. | Becauſe he ſays, this ſanctification is 


y the believer, whereas, if, it is real ſanCtifte 
ation, it is by the Hirit of God; ſince it is his 
rrerogative alone, to ſanctify the heart. If it 

a reputed ſanctification, (J own, I do not well 
inderſtand the phraſe as uſed in this caſe, and 


The Rev. Mr. Vern's complete Duty of Man, p. 342. 


m excellent family-book, 
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much leſs, do I ſee its propriety) as ſome ſeem 
to think, * it ſhould rather have been ſaid 


ed by the huſband's or wife's faith, 
than by the huſband or wife. 


the perſon's being an unbelieyer, which cha- 


racter he ſtill bears, though, in the apoſtles 


ſenſe ſanctified. He cannot therefore ſpeak 
of real, inward ſanctification. 


tion, either for the expreſſion, or idea (if! 
form any proper notion of the idea fixed to 
it) in any part of the new Teſtament. Let 


me juſt add, the apoſtle does not ſay, the 


MARRIAGE RELATION IS ſanctified, but the 


NB ELIEVIN OG PERSON is ſanctified, by thei 
huſband or wife. 
whole then, It is ſanctification, not of the 


We obſerve upon the 


ce conjugal relation, but the unbelieving per ſon, 
 « —yet the perſon ſanctified remains an un- 
& believer,—not effected by the Spirit of God 
& nor by the behever's faith, —nor by the be 
« liever's faith in conjunction with the Slim 
« of God: but imply by the behever. It 1s 9 

« fanctification that obliges the believer and 
<« unbeliever to live together, as man and 
« wife.“ Hence 1 obſerve, 

2dly. That as, for the reaſons hw of 


fered, no ſanctification yet mentioned, can be 


mended by the apaſtle, ſo I can think of none; 
4 agreeable to the deſign, letter, and con 


. Vid. Ren: Diedate, Henry, Jun. and nel! in lock c 


nection 


Beſides, thei 
fanctification here ſpoke of, is conſiſtent with 


And as to 
reputed ſanctification, I can find no foundai 
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aiddpection of the words, as SET APART to be in- 
th, rei the believer's property, by the one eſpouſing 
the contratting with the other, at the time, 
ich hen they choſe each other, for huſband and 
hate. As if Paul had ſaid, Let not the be- 
e iever diſmiſs or divorce the unbeliever; for, 
emember you have formerly choſe and /et 
part each other, from all other perſons in the 
Ford, to be each other's ſole property, as 
Ian and wife; and therefore as your relation 
tolo each other, depends, not on your being 
Letonverted or unconverted, ſince this was not 
thelentioned in the engagement; but your rela- 
Jon and the obligations conſequent upon it, 
epend wholly on this contract, it cannot be 
Niſſolved now, by one being converted, which 
yas never taken into the queſtion at firſt; 
ut you remain in the ſame relation and un- 
Wer the ſame obligation, that you ever did: 
herefore, let not the huſband put away his 
ife,” &c. 

It any thing, beſides what is ſaid above, 1s 
quiſite, to juſtify this ſenſe of the words, 
tit be obſerved, 1. That this ſenſe ſeems 
fair, natural and eaſy, that ſome emi- 
ent divines “, who have yet been advocates 
or infant baptiſm, ſeem to take the words in 
n behhis ſenſe, or in one very near to it. Though 
one] muſt confeſs, they have not ſpoke fo clearly 
on it, as that I can fully ſatisfy tel, what 


of 


Calvin, Melandton, Dr. Doddridge in loc. Dr. 


loc, 
. Couge on Domeftic Duties, = 112. 2d edition. 
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idea they fix to the word /an#ify. 2. Som the 
have obſerved that the Fewihh Rabbins in theiſ ria: 
writings, uſe the word /an##ify, (1. e. the y eve 
nonymous Hebrew word, d, ) to denote th ſen 
act of marriage, or of conſecration in marriage 
I think, 1 cannot yet fully conſent, that th 
apoſtle, here, by ſanctiſy, means preciſely the 
ſame as e/pouſe; but rather that this /anZ7:ficu© 
tion is the effect of the one perſon eſpouſinq tiot 
the other; or that they did in the act, and a ſan 
the time, of eſpouſing or marrying ea pre 
other, ſet apart each other, by that act, froiſſ the 
all other perſons in the world, to be, as mail abo 
and wife, the ſole property of each other, i 

long as both continue in life. But it wou ed 
be very natural for the Rabbins Þ to ſpeak i 


* Dr. Gale's Ref. p. 5 18. Dr. Gs Expoſ. in loc. Ir 

+ Jam ready to imagine, it was in ſome ſuch way 
that the ancient Chriſtians were led to call baptift 
regeneration. Perſons were then uſually baptized whe 
they were converted and embraced the goſpel ; hend 
after ſome time, it would be very natural to call baptizal 
perſons regexerraied or enlightened, as ſome have ſhewl 
they did; becauſe, if they refuſed to be baptized, 1 
would be an evidence to them, of thoſe perſons who di 
ſo, being unregenerate. If they embraced this deſpiſe 
_ ordinance, eſpecially in thofe times of darkneſs and per 
ſecution, it would be a proof, at leaſt, ſomewhat con 
derable, that the perſons who did ſo, were converted 
And hence from this ule of the words bapti/m and rege. 
ration, as a multitude of -other errors and corruption 
prevailed, I think they would be led to ſuppoſe that 
perſon was regenerated in, or by, the ordinance of ba 
tiſm, Hence after a time, they would be naturally led i 
call baptiſm regeneration; and fo, as perſons were ſatis 


l 


the manner above- mentioned, and call mar- 


neil riage, ſanctification, as being that act in which 
every perſon is ſanctified or ſet apart, in the 
the ſenſe above given, by and for, the perſon who 

eſpouſes him or her. And it would ſtill be 

more natural, to call a huſband or wife, ſanc- 
J tified or ſet apart, to, or by, the other party; 
fc becaufe no one could come into that rela- 
ing tion, but at the ſame time, be, in this ſenſe, 
d a ſanctified. Now though ſanctify do not mean 


ac preciſely the ſame as eſpouſe, yet the uſe of 


ron the word among the Rabbins, in the ſenſe 
mai above- mentioned, is, I think, a confirmation 


led none could be ſaved without regeneration, they 
, would conclude none could be ſaved without baptiſm, 
Wand from. hence, would plead for, and endeayour to in- 
duce the baptiſm of infants. As this is a conjecture 
that does not much affect the argument, I ſhall not be 
uch concerned, if it be diſapproved, and even refuted. 


more I am led to imagine, that things were brought to 
hat they are brought to, in ſome ſuch way as this. As 
Wo the aſe of the word. ſanctiſy among the Rabbins, above 


Labhinos præterea WP ſynechdochice dicitur de conjecratione 
ponſ/z ad conjugium, concerning the conſecration of the 
dride, at, or in marriage.“ Now there muſt be as evi- 
lent ground of diſtinction between what is done in, or by 
arriage, and the act of marriage itſelf, as between the 
erteüſſetfect and the cauſe. So that if they really do mean the 
it of marriage by this word wap, 1 ſhould rather think 
hey do it by a common trope, a metonymy of the effect, 
han that this is the proper ſenſe of the apeſele here. 


bo - 


of 


but I muſt own, the more I think on this ſubje&, and the 


Fnentioned, I think, Buxtorf's words cited by Dr. Gale, 
a not prove that they uſed it in any ſenſe different from 
What I have ventured to give it. His words are, 47 


{pecially as the ſenſe I plead for, is-ſo natural and com- 
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of the ſenſe we give to ſan#ify in the text, 
However, 

Zdly. It is very evident that the word has 
this ſenſe very commonly, in other parts of 
ſcripture, I mean to SET APART to a particu- 
lar uſe, whether civil or ſacred, and whether 
by God or man. We have the Engliſh word 
ſo uſed, in many places; the Greek, by the 
ſeptuagint ſtill oftner; but the Hebrew much 
more than either. J venture to give a few in- 
ſtances. It is clearly in this ſenſe that the 
Lord calls the Medes (WWD) his ſanctiſed ones, 


i. e. thoſe he has choſen and ſet apart to be 


his inſtruments in deſtroying Babylon, ** 
xiii. 3. And that the enemies of Judab are 

encouraged to prepare war ( Heb. Mann Wp 
ſanctify war) againſt ber, Fer. vi. 4. i. e. to 


ſeparate, themſelves from other engagements, 


and prepare to march againſt, to aſſault, take, 
and ſubdue her. And that the prophet, when 


pleading with the Lord, Fer. xii. 3. ſays con- 


cerning the wicked \ prepare them ( Heb. r 
ſept. ayvicw avrovs,) ſantify them for the day of 
ſlaughter, i. e. do thou, or rather, thou cer- 
tainly wilt, ſet apart and appoint them to de- 
ſtruction, miſery, and woe. Alſo that the 


Lord, ſpeaking of Babylon, ſays, prepare ( Heb: 


WT, ſept. ayiacare, ſanttify ) the nations againſ 
* which is explained in the next clauſe by 
calling together againſt her the kingdoms of 
Ararat, Minni, and Afpchenaz, &c. Fer. Ii. 27. 
And the prophet Joel ſays, ſan#ify a fab 
(Heb. Ds WwWp ſept. apiavare vngeray,) Joel 


1, 14 


(6) 
14. 1.6 ſeparte and ſet apart a time for 
that ſolemn work. Alſo the prophet Zepha- 
nah ſays, concerning 7udah, whom the Lord 
determined to chaſtiſe, 'The Lord hath pre- 
pared a ſacrifice, he hath bid (Heb. wn, ſept. 
Maut, be bath ſan#tified) his gueſts, i. e. hath 
ſet apart and appointed the Egyptians and 
Chaldeans to aſſault, take and ſlay the men of 
Judah, and to rejoice over them, as perſons 


rejoice when invited to, and entertained at a 
feaſt; ſee alſo Fer. i. 5. ' Exod. xiii.' 2. Neb. 


m. 1. Mic. iii. 5. Joel ii. 15, 16, &c. In all £ 


which places, it is evident, the word ſanctiſy 
means to, ſet apart or 2, traps to ſome 12 875 
cular uſe or work, © 

What. then is meant by the word holy ? 
Now are they (1. e. your: children) holy. "In 
order to underſtand this word, let us e 
1. This holineſs in the children is not the ef- 
fect of the parents faith, but of the unbe- 


Iliever's ſanctification; as it is indiſputable, if 


we do but read the words. And it is quite 


marvellous that any one ſhould talk of chil- 


dren being holy through or by their parents 
faith from theſe words. There is not, that I 


can ſee, an appearance of it in the text. Nor 


would it be at all to the apoſtle's purpoſe to 


ſay what effects the faith of the parent had 


upon the children; ſince this could no way, 
that I can perceive, ſtrengthen, nor demon- 


I trate, the obligation of the parents to abide 
If we can 


together, the point he has in view. 


| orm 0 idea of the ſenſe of a paſſage from- 
„ 
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the words of it, we muſt believe that this ho- 
lineſs of the children ariſes from the ſan&tif. 
cation of the unbeliever by the believer. Elſe, 
ſays he, i. e. if the unbeliever was not ſandti. 
fied by the believer, your children were unclean; 
but now, ſince the unbeliever is ſanQifjed by 
the believer, hey are holy. | 
2. This holineſs therefore, muſt be of the 
ſame nature in the children, with the ſanctifl. 


W ˙ W ͤ 


ation of the unbelieving parent, which is the 
Cauſe of it.” We know that © in ſubjects of 
the ſame Kind and nature, like cauſes wl have 
like effeFs,” is a firſt principle, and a funds. 
mental maxim in all inquiries both in the 
world of nature and grace. This univerſally 
allowed maxim, feems neceſſarily to prove 
that we cannot ſuppoſe the holineſs of the 
3 to de at all different in kind, from 
"the ſandtification of 1 the unbelievin mg ie 
3 conſequently, that if this holinels gives 
title to goſpel ordinances, the undelievins 
parent muſt have the firſt title to them. Be- 
tides, if this holinels gives children a right:tof? 
baptiſm, it muſt needs give them a nah 10 
the Lord's Supper; for 4 muſt, I think be f 
without controverſy admitted, that whatever 
gives a right to che one, muſt entitle to theſſ>* 
Other. mo 
3- lt is verperident 1 think, fie the very 
genius of the goſpel diſpenſation, and from the 
tenor of the new Teſtament, that no ſort of 3 
fæderal or reputed kolineſs, can give any title 
to ? golpel ordinances of any kind, and * ch 5 
uc 
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ch holineſs could poſſibly ariſe from the 
. Nactification of the unbeliever we have men- 
n oned above, nor even from the faith of the 4 
wi. liever. Theſe things, if I miſtake not, | 
re generally been ſuppoſed and taken for 
by ranted, rather than proved: whereas they 
e the points chiefly neceſſary to be deter- ” 
he ined by fair reaſoning, and evident ſcripture 
Foot, or elſe we can by no means argue from | 
he em in favour of infant baptiſm. 1 
of 4. It is clear from the maxim mentioned 
dove, from the nature of things, as well as 
om ſcripture, that no holineſs can ariſe from 
e matrimonial ſanctification of the unbe- 1 
ving parent, but a legitimate holineſs. q. d. | 
t muſt be allowed that you ought to abide 1 
gether, though one remain in unbelief, ſince 1 
om u are under the ſame obligations to each 
her ſtill: for if you had not legally eſpouſed 
d married, and thereby ſanctified or ſet 1 
art each other, it would naturally follow 
at your children are wxclean, or children 
mM in uncleanneſs; but now it is on all 
nds allowed, that by virtue of the marriage 
ntract, your children are lawful, legitimate 
dren; whence it muſt follow, that your 
gagements remain inviolate, for thoſe thus 
ned together, cannot be put aſunder, Matt. 
*. 6. and that you cannot be ſeparated from 
Fh other, on any religious account.“ ; 
5. Though it be granted that this ſenſe of 
word is ſomewhat uncommon, yet, as 
is long ſince obſerved, by an eminent 
ms Vriter 


r 


vii. 14. · Beſides, as the pious Mr. Rees“ juſt 


placeret conſuetudo conjugalis, filii veſtri eſſent ſpurũ, 


1 


writer among the reformers, the connexion ni 


quires it“; and this is not the only place ij 
which we are obliged to take words in aj 
uncommon ſenſe, by the ſcope and con 
nexion of the paſſage in which they an 
found , and I venture to propoſe it to th 
accurate reader whether the uſe of , i 
the former part of the verſe, to denote mati 
monial ſanctification, is not altogether ſuf 
cient to juſtify the ſenſe of (a)] Foy, whid 
we now plead for? And the apoſtle evident 
uſes the kindred word (ayiachog) ſanbtiſicaii 
in a like ſenſe, 1 Theſ. iv. 3, 4. which mud 
confirms the interpretation we give of 1 C 


obſerves, % The uſual diſtinction in all ci 
lized nations, between children born in ma 
riage, and out of marriage,” has always bed 
that of clean and unclean: therefore it is 
wonder the apoſile in this place ſpeaking 
marriage, (not of baptiſm) ſhould confon 
himſelf to the common mode of ſpeech, | 

calling, children clean or unclean, holy or unhi) 
ONE as their parents eicher kept tog 


* C6 Connexio autem argumenti Sg eſt. Si nt 


eatenas immundi, axulu;rou., At filii veſtri non f 
ſpurii, ergo conſuetudo conjugalis Deo Placet.“ — 
lancton in loc. 

+ We have ſeveral inſtances of this; as J, 7 
7. 11. and ii. 5. MmwTpn, H/. iv. 14 uc, 1 Gi 
. 16, 

Animadverſions on Dr. OG 9˙ 's Diſcourſe fy 
Ropes . 3 | 
Cann 
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ther in the honourable ſtate of matrimony, 
or parted at pleaſure, as unclean people uſe to 


do, after they have lived together in a vile 


manner for ſome time. And indeed, ſays 


he, hely matrimony is a known phraſe,'in the 
Engliſh tongue.” *Fheſe conſiderations, I 
think, make it very evident, that the ſenſe we 
give to this paſſage is no way abſurd, but 


quite eaſy,” natural and ſcriptural; yea, 1 


cannot but apprehend, the only natural and 
{criptural one that can be given to it. J afk 
the reader's pardon, if I have been too prolix, 
on a text ſo often brought into th contro- 
verſy. Though T bend it has no rela- 
tion to it, yet I ſuppoſed this enlargement ne- 
ceſſary, in order, if poſſible, to do ſomething 
towards ſettling its ſenſe; Toe Lott IBS S's 
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„„ TT 
REMARKS” on ſome Paſſages in the FATRERS. 


THE moſt material and important of theſe 
paſlages neceſſary to be here mentioned, are 
thoſe which follow *. Let it firſt be obſerved, 
that we need not recite any paſſages in favour 

1 =" \* 1 . _  -- 47 | * 
of e N08. is, to prove that 
baptiſm was adminiſtered to believers in the 
primitive ages of Chriſtianity, This is on all 


* Some other paſſages have been cited; but I think, 
. few at this day, will think them of much weight in'fa- 
vour of infant bapti/m; but if any do, they may read 


Dr. Gal-'s Reflections. Letters 11th, 12th, 13th, Dr. 


_ GilPs Infant Baptiſm, an Innovation, and others. 
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hands lowed. . Obſerve alſo, that all alles 
infant aptiſm in to obtain, at leaſt, in Africa, in 
the time of Cyprian, who was ordained Biſhop 
of Carthage, about A. D. 248. but it is dit. 
puted whether it obtained before. Origen 
Houriſhed about A, D. 2 30, and is owned by 
our breth ren, the ad Ns,” to be the fri 
perſon a know of, who ſpoke expre/y in fa. 
vour.. of ! it. But, for reaſons to be after- 
wards. m entioned, it is doubted whether he 
did ſpeak in favour of it or no: or rather, it 
1s believed he did not. Vet ſome think-it 
may be inferred from the expreſſions of ſome 
who wrote before him: chiefly from Juſtin 
Martyr and Irengus. One paſſage in each, 
In the former of theſe, we have mentioned a 
| Paſſage already, that I think, proves the con- 
- trary, (ſee page 32,) from the ſame apology, 
p. 62; the following paſſage has been cited 
10 prove that infants were baptized in his 
day, viz. Several perſons, ſays he, among 
us of both ſexes, of ſixty or. ſeventy years of 
age, (« Ex 1 tha b iſtubng 70 Xoig) who 
were diſcipled to Chriſt, or inſtincted in 
Chriſt, in or from their childhocd, do ſtill 
continue uncorrupteg.” ” - The argument on 
this paſſage is to this effect; They were 
diſcipled to Chriſt in their childhood, which 
muſt include baptiſm; conſequently they 
were baptized in childhood.” Anſw. I. 
Thoſe who argue thus, allow that the word 
© - watſww, on which the argument is founded, 
"mae uta and m0 generally ſignifies 0 
"= 4 
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make diſciples by teaching; conſequently i it is 

more probable it does ſo here, than the con- 
trary. 2. We have ſaid before, and endea- 
youred to prove, that the word ſtrid hi means 
to make diſciples by teaching; and believe it 
is never uſed to denote making diſciples ex- 
cluſive of teaching. Now until a paſſage can 
be produced, which proves the contrary, 
which, we may be ſure, would have been 
e'er now if it could have been, it ts quite rea- 
ſonable that we ſtill inſiſt oh it. 3. Timothy 
knew the ſcripture from his childhood, and . 
many ſince him have been inſtructed and con- 
verted in their childhood z and the words of 
Juſtin evidently mean no more. 4. Though 
baptiſm is not mentioned in the paſſage, nor 
does Juſtin ſeem at all to have it in view, yet 
we may allow that thoſe who are thus inſtru#ed. 
in Cbriſt, ought to be baptized, whether d Ez 
or young; ſince it is not a perſon's age, hut 
his ſtate, as being converted or unconverted, | 
that conſtitutes him a ſubject of that ordi- 
nance. This paſſage therefore, can poſſibly 
be no proof that infant-baptiſm was 1n uſe, in 
the days of Juſtin Martyr. 

IREN@vus wrote about A. D. 180, his 
words pleaded. on this occaſion, are, He 
(Chriſt) came to ſave all, (qui per eum renaſ- 
cuntur in Deum, infantes, & par vnlos, Ic.) who 
by him are born again unto God, infants, and 
little ones, and children, and young men and 
old men.” The argument on this paſſage, 1 in 
favour of infant-baptiſm, is to this effect; 
3 1 To 


r d BP. 


= I c » 


SO vw Ae 


( 75 ) 


* To be born again in Ireneus, means to be 
baptized; . infants, as well as young men, &c. 
were thus born again; theretcre infants were 
baptized.” | Anſwer 1. It is well known that 
ſome learned men, and even ſome pœdobaptiſts, 
for reaſons not relating to baptiſm, have ſhewn 
that there is reaſon to believe the chapter in 


which theſe words are found is ſpurious, and 


not the work of Jrenæus at all.“ 2. It is like. 
wiſe well known that, ſuppoſe the chapter to 
be his, it is only a tranſlation of his work by 
another hand, and this tranſlation a very bar: 
barous one, as learned men, in general de- 
clare+. 3. It deſerves conſideration that Ire 
neus might uſe the word, tranſlated infantes 


rather in a proper, than a vulgar ſenſe. Now 


in a proper ſenſe, the ſtate of infancy extends 
to the age of ſeven years; and many have been 
converted before that age. Monſieur Danet 


extends it to fourteen +. And Dr. Gale, after 
Mr. Dogdwe!l, (who is alſo followed herein by 


Mr. Wbiſton) has offered very probable'argu- 


ments, to prove that Jreneus himſelf extended 
it to tend. The laws of England call all per- 


{ons infants who are under the age of weng. 
one. Hence it is evident, that every argument 
founded on Ireneus's uſe of this word, muſt 


See Galꝰs Reflect. p. abc; 476. Ree? 8 * 
yerſions on Dr. Ridghy, p. 258, 259. 

+ See, among others, Dupin in Ireneut, and Dr, 
Gale, p. 476—480. 

t Dictionary of Greek and Roman Antig. on the words 


Etas and Balnez. 
5 Gale's Reflect. p. 50!, alte Def. p. 351, 8h 


1 


// am 7 $9 nr and nd , . . as oc. 


E 
be very precarious. The word uſed by the 
ll apoſtle Paul to Timothy, 2 Tim. iii. 15. which 
our tranſlators have rendered child, is very / 
properly tranſlated an infant; and perhaps no 
word can be tound more proper to tranſlate ic 
by than ixfans; here uſed by the tranſlator of 
Ireneus. Several have tranflated the words of 
Paul, from infancy.* But Timothy could never 
be ſuch an infant at the time Paul refers. to, 
as we mean in our vulgar uſe of the word. 
Few kaptiſt- miniſt ers would be backward to 
baptize ſuch an infant as he was, when he 
knew the holy ſcriptures which were able to make 
him wiſe unto ſalvation. Should it therefore 
be granted that by renaſcuntur is meant bap- 
tixed, it can never be improved into an argu- 
ment, that infant-baptiſm, as now practiſed, 
was in uſe in the time of Irengus. 4. Though 
the falbers pretty commonly in after times, 
uled the word regeneration for baptiſm, yet it 
mult be owned, I think, that [renezs did ſomes 
times, 1f not always, uſe this word in a diffe- . 
rent ſenſe, and conſequently, he might do ſo 
here. And many learned men ſuppoſe, that 
this manner of ſpeaking did not obtain in the 
church ſo early as the time of Irenzus.+F To 
which we may add, 6. That I think two 
d. things in Ireuæus's manner of ſpeaking, ſnew, 


4 


„  * Vide Yulg. lar. and Dr. Doddridge in loc. and 
Leigh. crit, ſac. and Paſ. lex. in verb. Bye. | | 

rde + Compare Ca/e's Reflect. p. 489-498. Gill's Inf. 
Baptiſm an Innovation. Doddridge on Regeneration, 

Poltſcrigt to Pref.ce, p. 10, 11. 3d edit. 


BL. this 


ſons are baptized by Chriſt to God.- 


when they underſtan 


. 
this could not be his meaning here. He ſays 
they are regenerated by Chriſt to Gad. Biz | 


can neither ſee truth nor ſenſe in ſaying per- 


He 
lays too, that Chriſt came to ſave ALL theſe, 


VWho are enaſcuntur. Now it can by no means 


be admitted, either that Chriſt ſaves: all who 
are beptized, or that he ſaves no other. Who- 
ever has been prevailed on to admit the latter, 


I believe none were ever unguarded 1 to 


aſſert the former. 


But take (renaſcuntur) regenerated in the 
plain fcripture ſenſe, for renewing of the mind, 


and we make the 200d father ſpeak a very im- 


portant, awful, and affecting truth; ſince, how 
dreadfully ſoever it 18 diſregarded, it is clear 


beyond all poſſible room for diſpute, (and let 


ali unregenerate ſinners conſider it !) that all 


who are thus born again, will be ſaved by 


Chrift; but all others will inevitably and eter: 
nally periſh. But from theſe things it is ma- 
nifeſt, there is no proof in this paſſage of Ire: 
neus, that injent-vapre/es was prattiſed | in his 
day. 
Tertullian lived and wrote before Origen. He 
was preſtyter at Carthage in Africa, and flou- 
riſhed about the year 200. But he ſpeaks 
expreſsly againſt infant-baptiſm. After argu- 
ing upon it a while, he infers thus,“ There- 
fore let them come, ſays he, (namely, to be bap- 
tized) when they are grown up; let them come 
5 when they are inſtruct- 
ed whither 1 ir is that * come; let them be 
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made Chriſtians when they can know Chriſt, 
&c*,”, From hence, it is with great proba- 
bility ſuppoſed that infant- baptiſm began about 


this time to be moved for in Africa, which x 
Tertullian ſeeing,” began to oppoſe it; ſince no 


hint concerning it, nor reference to it, untill 
his time, can'be produced. Ge ate, 
Origen, before mentioned, who flouriſhed a- 


bout 230, is the firſt writer pretended to ſpeak 


expreſly in favour of this practice. And what 
is cited from his work, mentions it as the 
uſage of the church, and an apoſtolic tradition. 
| * Veniant ergo, dum adoleſcunt; veniant dum diſcunt, 
dum quo veniant docentur; fiant Chriſtiani cum Chriſtum 
noſle potuerint. Tert. de, bap, cap. 18, I well know 
what has been ſaid concerning the clanſe (/ von tam ne- 


e) found in Pamelius's edition of Tertullian, and, as 


he owns, taken from Gagræus, becauſe he thought it 
moderated the opinion of Terrullian, with regard to in- 


fan!-baptiſm. From this clauſe, it has been intimated- 


that Tertullian allowed of infant-baptiſn, in danger of 
death, &c, But ſome learned pedobaprifts, as well as 


antipæ dobaptiſis, have ſaid ſo much to ſhew the imper- 


tinency and impropriety of this clauſe, that I believe few 
perſons of judgment, am, will think theſe to be Tertul- 


lian's words; or that it is neceſſary, any more ſhould here 


be ſaid concerning them. See Gale's Reflect. p. 5 1 1. 


and Gill's Inf. Bapt an innovation. I may farther add, 


I think it can be no proof that i bapti/m was now in. 


uſe, becauſe Tertullian wrote againſt it. It is enough if 


it now began to be moved for; ſince we have obſeryed 
before, page 23, it was publicly decreed by. the council 
in 816, that dipping ſhould be always uſed in baptiſm, 
Now none, I imagine will ſay that aſperſion was then 
practiſed 'in England; but only began to be moved for. 
And for the ſame reaſon for which the council might 
then publicly oppoſe it, when only moved for, Tele 


might write againſt it. 
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But: . 
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But there is great reaſon to believe, theſe were 
not Origen's words; becauſe, 1. What is cited 
to this purpoſe, is only from the latin tranſla- 
tion of his works, ſome of which were tranſla- 
ted by Jerem and Ruſſinus, who flouriſhed 
about 140 years after. But they took fo 
much * to add, leave out, or alter, what 
they pleaſed, that the learned in general de- 
clare, theſe tranſlations are not to be truſted, 
becauſe. in reading them, we know not who 
ther we read the works of Orgen or his tranſla. 
tors . Nothing is produced from his greek 
works that ſeems to favour the practice, 
That learned and honourable writer, Sir Peter 
| (afterward, Lord chief juſtice) King, has in- 
deed produced a paſſage from Origen's Com- 
ment on Matt. xviii. 10. which is ſuppofed to 
ſpeak of the baptiſm of little ones;+ but Ori- 
gen ſays, they are ſuch little ones, as, deſire as 
new born babes, the fincere milk of the word, &c. 
which is an evidence of the baptiſm of believ- 
ers at that time; but has nothing to do with 
infants. 2. A learned writer, has produced 
two paſſages from Origen's Greek works which 
Fed 4 directly for believer's baptiſm, and even 
ſo as to exclude that of infants: S which one 
could not have expected, had the paſſage 


5510 vide Dupin i in Origen and Ruffinus. Gale's Reflect. 
| letter 13. Grills Inf. Bapt. an Innovation, p. 24—27. 
p. 210, &c. 
t. Inquiry concerning the onflitution, Ec. of che 
Chriſtian Church, part 2, Pe 58. 
t WalPs Hiſt. v. 1. p. 64. Galt's Reflect. p. 520. 
Dr. Gill ut ſupra, p. 28, or” | 


; 
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adove mentioned, as cited in favour of infant 
baptiſm been his own. And the fame author 
- Ef obſerves, * © that no writer before or after 
Origen, till the times of Ferom and Ruffinus, 
ever ſpoke of infant-baptiſm, as the uſage of 
the church, or an apoſtolic tradition; nor did 
even Cyprian, who came afcer him, and plead- 
ed for it, ever quote Origen as ſaying thisz 
nor does Auſtin, who long after, pleaded for 
the practice as apoſtolic, ever appeal to Ori- 
gen's teſtimony of it. All theſe things make 
it very probable, that theſe words never came 
from Origen but his tranſlators. Cyprian, Bp. 
of Carthage, who flouriſhed about 20 years 
after clearly ſpeaks in favour of it. One 
Fidus, having ſome ſcruples about the time of 
0 IE adminiſtering it to an infant, i. e. whether be- 
fore the 8th day, or preciſely on that day, af- 
xs ter the manner of circumciſion (which by the 
} way, I think, proves that it had not been of 
long ſtanding in the church.) It was conſider- 
h ed of in a council of ſixty- ſix biſhops, who 
d concluded it may be adminiſtered at. any age; 
h Hof which Cyprian gives Fidus an account T 
n At this time, therefore, it is clear enough that 
1e N infant- baptiſin did prevail in Africa; and fo 
e did infant. communion, F and many other in- 
a. Nventions of men, & which the preſent pædobap- 


W/ TT 


| t Cypr. Epiſt. 59, p. 137. Panel. ed. 
. + See ſome of theſe, mentioned by Tertullian, de co- 
Jona militis, c. 3, 4. p. 101, 1. 
tiſts, 
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tifts, eſpecially among the proteſtants, do nt 
at all admit or. Yer [ believe one might ven. 
ture to ſay, and it would be eafy to prove, 
that we have as much authority for them, 
both from ſcripture and E as for the 
baptizing cf infants.  _ 

It may, perhaps, be of uſe to ſome reader] if 
we here mention the ſtate of the controverſy, 
and the chief point in diſpute between us and 
our brethren, the pædobabtiſts; in order, as 
far as may be, under a divine bleſſing, to pre: 
vent, or put an end to, voin ang ling: that 
none of us for the future, may ipend precious 
time in attempting to prove what needs no 
en or be weak enough to deny what every 

dy of judgment and candor will allow. 80 
far às Ican apprehend, the following particulars 
will point it out. 1. It is not diſputed whe 
ther the ſcriptures, and antiquity, at leaſt for 
the firſt ſix centuries, ſpeak of ſome who were 
baptized after believing. This is allowed on 
both ſides. 2. Nor whether baptiſm be pro- 
perly adminiſtered by immerſion; and may be 
vindicated both by ſcripture and antiquity, 
T his is equally clear and univerſally allowed, 

Nor whether ALL infants ought to be bap- 
tized, ] believe none will plead for this. | 
muſt own, I fear we have not been accuſtomed 
to ſpeak very intelligibly on this head; yet | 
think none will attempt to vindicate the bap- 


tiaing of all infants; nor of any, but thoſe 
born of believing parents. 4. Nor is it diſ- 
Pured whether — who have never been pro- 


1 


— — — 


Fey -- 

perly baptized before, ought to be baptized 
upon their believing in the Lord Jeſus Chriſt. 
It is allowed on both ſides, that they ought, 
5. Nor whether we have any expreſs precept 
or precedent in ſcripture, or the writers of the 
two firſt centuries, for baptizing infants. I 
believe none will pretend we have ſo much as 
one. 6. Nor whether we have any expreſs 
account in ſcripture, or the writings of the 
two firſt centuries, of any being ſprinkled, 
and that ſprinkling called baptiſm, I believe 
none will pretend that there is one inſtance 
of it. 7. Nor whether infant-baptiſm did pre- 
vail and get ground in the church, in the 
third and following centuries. Both parties 
allow that this was the caſe. But, 8. Ihe 
points in debate, and to be determined, are, 

je- whether there be any paſſage in ſcripture 

orff from which it is neceſſarily interred that bap- 

rel tilm ought to be adminiſtered to the infants 

on of believers, and whether ſprinkling is proper 

-0-f baptiſm*, For, thole who baptize infants, 

bel WI bc. oat _ own 


2 * When theſe two points are determined, it will be 
de eaßy to decide, whether or no we onght to baptize thoſe / 
p- perſons upon their believing in Chriſt, who have only 
[JI been ſpriukled in their infancy ; ſince it ſcems ever to 
ed have been a ſettled and unconteſted principle in the church, 
11 that no un baptized perſon can be admitted to the Lords 
8 Supper, or eſteemed a regular church. member. See for 
p- proof of this, beſides numberleſs other writers, Jin 
ole Martyr. Apol. p. 9, 98. Bp. Pearſon on the Creed, 
lil. NP. 337, 338, 339» 343, loth edit. Lord King's In- 
quiry, &c. part 2, p. 56. Dr. Vall's Hiſt. vol. 2, | 
o- p. 449. Now as we are aſſuredly perluaded that no one N 
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own that they do it not from a plain and ex: 
rw ſcripture; but from inferences drawn 
from ſome paſſages. And I aſk leave to ſay, 
I think thoſe inferences ſhould be very evi- 
dent, and quite inconteſtible, or-elfe we ſhould 
not venture to found any practice upon them, 
eſpecially a practice which cauſes another to 
be ſet aſide, which is founded upon plain and 

expreſs fcripture, as the baptiſmm of believers 
moſt evidently is. However, thoſe on the o- 
ther ſide, do affert that thoſe inferences are 
not juſt, nor fairly drawn from thoſe ſerip- 
tures; that they are evidently contrary to our 
Lord's commiſſion, and the practice of John 
the baptiſt, and of the apoſtles. Whether have 
the better ſide of the argument, and the bet- 
ter foundation for their practice; and whether 
proceed more fafely, the reader muſt judge, 
f theſe few pages ſhall be any way helpful to 
him in paſſing this judgment, ſo that any up- 
right enquirer is inſtructed, any weak mind 
eſtabliſhed, any article of divine trutł ſer in 
a ſcripture light. I would give the glory to 
the bleſſed God, to whom I recommend both 
them and the reader, when I have offered a 
few words to thoſe ſtrange and unaccountable 


- perſons, who profeſs to be followers aad ſer- 


vants of the Lord Jeſus, yet own the truth of 
has any ſcripture authority to baptize infants, and that 
ſprinkling is not baptiſm, nor has any relation to it, it 
is quite unreaſonable to accuſe us of uncharitablene!s for 
admitting none to church-fellowſhip. until baptized by 


What 


aum 
what is above aid, and that believer's baptiſm 
is agreeable to ſcripture, but live in the neg- 
lect "of. it, notwithſtanding; - Their chief ob- 
Pony are ſuch as follow. _ 

. * We have been baptized with the holy 
pirir, and therefore need not be baptized in 
water.” The Rev. Mr. Weſley's remarkable 
expreſſions may be an anſwer to this“; . com- 
menting on Peter's words, can any man forbid 
water that theſe ſhould not be baptized, who 


does not ſay, they have the baptiſm of the 
ſpirit, therefore they do not need baptiſm wich 
water. But juſt the contrary : If they have re- 
ceived the ſpirit, then baptize them with wa- 
ter. How eafily is this queſtion decided, if 
we will take the word of God for our judge? 
Either men have received the Holy Ghoſt or 
not. If they have not, repent ſaith God, ond 
be baptized, and ye ſhall receive the gift of the 
Holy Ghoſt. If they have, if they are already 
pn with the Holy. Ghoſt, then who can 
firbid water?” I hope thoſe who regard this 
eminent gentleman 1 in other things, will alſo 


regard him in this note: and will conſider how 


evidently and directly they contradict, not 
only Mr. Weſtey, but the apoſtle Peter himſelf, 


er. when they make the baptiſm of the ſpirit (al- 


lowing the propriety of the phraſe) an ohjecti- 

on againſt their being baptized with water. 
2. But ſay theſe perſons, © It is a ſmall mat- 

ter, and ſignifies little or nothing whether we 


Note on Ads x. 47. * 
| atten 


have received 15 boly Ghaft, he fays, „He — 


4 | Nance, a rejecting of the counſel of God againſt 
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attend to it or not.” This is not a place tg 
conſider the i importance of this divine inſtitu- 
tion at large: bur, let me aſk theſe men; do 
they conſider how they diſhonour the great 
and bleſſed God, by intimating that he hath 
given a command ſo ſmall and inſignificant, 
chat it matters little whether they attend to i 
or not? Will an earthly maſter be ſo treated 
by a ſervant, who is only his fellow- creature! 
If it is but a ſmall matter, yet they allow it as 
a ſmall matter; conſequently the neglect of it 
muſt be a ſmall fin. But can they be fatisfi- 
ed, or do they imagine the Lord will be pleaſ. 
ed, that they ſhould live in the practice of a 
{mall fin? Do they not remember, that Chriſt 
calls it a part of righteouſneſs? . And do they 
eſteem it a ſmall matter whether they be fol. 
lowers of Chriſt, and whether they fulfill all 
righteouſneſs or no? Have they not heard 
| that the Lord eſteems a neglect of this ordi- 


| themſelves? Luke vii. 30. And is this 2 
mall matter? Do they not know that omiſſi- 
bon of known duty, is a rebellion which God 
eſteems as the fin of witchcraft, and a ſtub born. 
ne that is as iniquity and idolatry? 1 Sam. xv. 
22,23. And do they eſteem this a ſmall mat- 
ter? May the good Lord open the eyes of 
theſe poor creatures, and give them to ſec 
their deluſion and their fin, that they may re. 
cover themſelves from the ſnare of the devil, who, 
fo far, as this is the RO of their hearts 


9 "ee iii. 15. 


with 
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vith regard to any known duty, are moſt evi- 
ently led captive by him at his will! 2 Tim. 
. 26. Let me leave with them the words of 
m whom they pretend to ſerve, My call ye 
Lord, Lord, and do not the thing that I 21 
Like vi. 46. And addreſs each of them in the 
anguage of Ananias, to one whole religion did 
ot lie all in outward appearance, and empty 
aſh, but in ſubjection of the whole heart to 
be will of God, without which, all pretence 
o religion is a vain: dream, a mere nothing, 
nd all ſuppoſed elevations, anly the deluſions 
Satan; to one, who did not place his reli- 
ON in theſe, it was ſaid, Acts xxii. 16. A 
iſe and be baptized, and waſh away thy fins, cal- 
ag upon the name of the Lord, even the Abo- 
ABLE JESUS, to whom with the FaTHER, and 
oLy GHosT, one unchangeable Gor, be 


10 ndleſs praiſe, and unreſerved obedience, 
g. men. 
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ge 20, DP aliiſque locis, read Stennett. P. 36, note, Et 
ff. r. comparing; |. 7, r. Queſt. 20. 4. P. 58. J. 755 s 
00 . P. 68. 1. 30, r. call. | | 
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